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If my [novel] Senſe of the Propheſy [Behold a Virgin ſhall con- 
ceive, &c.] will not ſerve, ſome other Senſe may in Time be 
found out. 

GaEEW'J Letters, 5. 85. 

Thou mayſt be ſure it is true, tho there ſhould be ten thouſand Difi- 
culties objected to thee, which thou art not able to anſwer. 

Loss: Brief Defence, þ. 97. 
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ESD HE Delay of the Publication of 

the following Letter, &c. gives me 

an Opportunity to add ſomething 

in this Place on Occafion of a new 

Book of Mr. GREEN's, intitled, A Diſcourſe 

proving the Reſurrection of Chriſt, and fhew- 

ing that it is a ſufficient Demonſtration of the 
Truth of Chriſtianity. 

I. Mr. GREEN, after obſerving that he 
(a) Reader will find a Reflection or two on ſome 
Paſſages in a Diſcourſe of the Grounds, &c, 
adds, that His taking Notice of this Book, after 5 
having lately made ſome Remarks upon it in 
five Letters to the Author, does not proceed from 
any Dijr e to that Gentleman, but a Re— 
gard to Truth. And therefore, having been 
told that J (C) inſinuate, ſays Mr. GREEN, 
that the ſaid Author is an Enemy 10 natural 
Religion, I freely own, that had 1 been ſenſible, 
that my Words would have borne fuch Con- 


ftrudtion, TI ſhould have expreſſed myſelf in a 
different Manner, 


„ EE 


(a) Preface. () Letters, p. 26. 


8 2 Upon 
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Upon which I think it proper to make the 
following Obſervations. 

1. Writin 15 againſt a Book, we conceive er- 
roneous, is ſo reaſonable a Thing, has ſo di- 
rect a Tendency to the Information of Men, 
and is allo ſo kind, civil, and humane in it 
ſelf, (as implying Good-will to the Author of 
the Book 2 to all the World,) that to make 
an Apology for ſuch Writing, as not proceed- 
ing from Diſreſpect to the Author, is _ 
charging others with bein ridiculouſly 
fended, or ſuppoſes ſome M ſreſpectful Badges 
or Conduct, which needs an Aſſurance in 
Words, that 1 Di ſreſpect was intended, in 
order to qualify what would probably be 
deem'd diſreſpectful. But however This be, 
Mr. GREEN had no Need to make any 
Apology on Account of the Author he op- 
poſes; that Author being, I am perſwaded, 
not in the leaſt concern'd about any Di/- 
reſpect ſhewn him, who could not Publiſh 
ſuch a Work, as he has done, without ſup- 

oſing and deſpiſing Diſreſpect; which I own 
I am ſurprized to find injures not him in the 
World's Opinion, but only thoſe, who uſe it, 
inſomuch, that for their own Sakes they are 
forced to make Apologies. 

2. Profeſſions (and even the moſt ſolemn 
Aſſeverations) are of no Weight, when Men 
are under Accuſations of Guilt ; and Men are 
to be tried by the Facts, upon which the 
Accuſations are grounded, and not by Pro- 
feſſions ſubſequent to thoſe Accuſations. Is 
there any Difficulty in upp that a Man, 


who 
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who does an ill Thing, ſhould endeavour 
to recover his Reputation by doing another ? 
Men ſay and do many fooliſh or ill Things, 
which they ſometimes think to receive Ap- 
plauſe for from the World ; but finding 
themſelves diſcover'd, or themſelves deceived 
in their Expectations, they run to Excuſes 
and pretended Intentions, to throw off Guilt ; 
which all Men are backward to own of them- 
ſelves. And it ſeems more natural for Men, 
who have faid an ill Thing, to pretend they 
meant otherwiſe than their Words import 

(thereby covering themſelves with what can- 
not be demonſtratively diſproved) than by 
acknowledging Guilt ; which they think will 
diſcover too plainly what Sort of Men they are, 

3. Mr. GrEEN's Words having the Con- 
ſtruction, he mentions, put upon them (I 
reſume by his Friends ; and I add by every 
Body, I have met with, who preſently ob- 
ſerved the Impertinence and Malice thereof) 
as the natural Conſtruction, or probable. Con- 
ſtruction, ought juſtly to haye that Con- 
ſtruction put upon them; for Calumny is 
what Men generally endeavour to diſguiſe 
a little, at the ſame Time that they deſign 
it to be underſtood. And he is exceedingly 
unfortunate, when he intended to be civil, 
and was abſolutely innocent of all Crime, 
that he ſhould write ſo, that all Men (his 
Friends not excepted ) ſhonld think his Words 
would bear a Conſtruction, that implied the 
utmoſt Rudeneſs and Calumny, whereof they 
did not think him incapable! 
my 4. As 
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4. As to his Profeſſion, viz. that taking 


Notice of the Diſcourſe of the Grounds: pro- 


ceeded not from any Diſreſpe# to the Author, 
but Regard to Truth, and owning, upon his 
having been told, that he inſinuated the Author 
of the Diſcourſe to be an Enemy to natural 
Religion, that had he been ſenſible his Words 
would have borne ſuch a Conſtruction, he would 
have expreſſed himſelf in a different Manner ; 
I muſt obſerve, that I have been told (ſince 
having been told is, it ſeems, a ſufficient 
Foundation for introducing perſonal Matters 
into a theological Controverſy) that Mr. 
GREEN's Letters were originally fraught 
with perſonal Abuſes, many of which, up- 
on the Advice of Friends, he ſtruck out, 
nay, took a Journey to London on Purpoſe 
to reform his Work in that Reſpect, after his 
Papers had been ſent to the Preſs ; and that 
bis Book being all writ in that Spirit, for 
the Honour of J. C. it ſeems natural to 
ſuppoſe, either that he ſhould not eaſily be 
able to mark or blot out all his Strokes of 
that Kind (for many ſuch are ſtill left) or 
elſe, that he ſhould deſignedly leave in ſome 
few Strokes, for the Reaſon aforeſaid. 

II. As to his Reflection or two upon ſome 


Paſſages in the Diſcourſe of the Grounds, 


in the Book before us, I obſerve, that his 
firſt Reflection 1s, © that (c) there is no 
© Reaſon to ſpeak (with a late (4) Author) 


© of Fonas's lying three Days and three whole 


— 


(e) p. 30. (4) Diſc. of the Grounds, p. 10, 11. $3, $4. 
Nights 


r 


PREFACE. vü 
* Nights in the Whale's Belly, and then 


“ coming out of it, as an Allegory of 

© CuRIsT's Reſurrection; or to repreſent 

* Jesus or his Apoſtles arguing from it. 

He then proceeds to ſhew, that Jesus did 

not make ſuch Uſe of it, but argued” after 

another Manner from it. | 
In Anſwer to which I ſay, 

[1.] Firſt, That the Diſcourſe of the 
Grounds does not repreſent JESUS, as arguing 
allegorically from the Caſe of ſoN As, and 
proving his Reſurreftion from thence, nor 
takes any Manner of Notice of the Uſe Jrsvs 
makes of the Hiſtory of Joxas, but takes 
Notice only of St. PAuL's arguing allegori- 
cally from thence. , Mr. GREEN's Reflection 
or Argument therefore, if deem'd pertinent 
to the Diſcourſe, muſt ſtand thus, „ That 
* Jesus's uſing the Hiftory of Jonas to 
one Purpoſe, proves St. Paul could not 
«© uſe it to another Purpoſe, no ways in- 
« conliſtent with the Purpoſe of Je 05 

[2.] As to there being no Reaſon to pre 
ſent the Apoſtle's (That is, St. PAUL) arguing 
allegorically from the Hiſtory of JoN As, in 
Behalf of CHRIST's RESURRECTION, which 
the Diſcourſe repreſents St. PAUL to do, and 
is the ſole Matter in Queſtion ; Mr. GREEN 
ſays not one Word in particular to that Point, 
and conſequently has given no Occaſion for 
any Reply. However, I will obſerve in Be- 
half of the Diſcourſe, that when the Di 
courſe ſpeaks of St. Paul's arguing allegor;- 
cally from the Hiſtory of Jonas, it ſpeaks 

We 4 according 
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according to the common Interpretation of 
the (e) Words of St. Paul, ſaying expreſly, 
that ( Paul 7s ſuppoſed (That is, by ſome of 
his Interpreters) to ground his Aſſertion, &c. 
on the Hiſtory of JoN As, as well as from the 
(g) Neceſſity of ſo underſtanding St. Paur. 
And therefore, it would have been as proper 
for Mr. GREEN to have given us his bare 
Affirmation againſt the chriſtian Interpreters, 
and to have faid they had 10 Reaſon, as 
to ſay, that the Author of the Diſcourſe had 
no Reaſon ; and withal, if ſuch an Aſſertion 
in the Diſcourſe any way impeach'd the 
Doctrine of CHRIST 's Reſurrection, to direct 
to the true and original Quiver, from whence 
that Arrow proceeded, and not to the D 
courſe, Sh follows thoſe chriſtian Inter- 
preters. 

III. His next Reflection is, (Y) That 
„ CuRIsT's Reſurrection was the Accompliſn- 
« ment of his own Predictions; and that 
Propheſy is repreſented by the Author of 
ce the Diſcourſe 4 the Grounds, as the beſt 
Foundation, whereon to build any Religion, 
« who expreſly tells us, that Prophejies in 
« an inſpired Book, are, when fulfill d, ſuch 
« as may be juſtly deewd ſure and demon- 
e ftrative Proofs. And ſince the Prophejies 
being deliver'd by an inſpired Perſon, viva 
© voce, makes not the leaſt Alteration in the 
Argument, the Reſurrection of CuR1sT, 


(e) 1 r. xv, 4. (0) Diſe. p. 10. (g) Wis. 5. 84. 
(-) P. 31. N 7 X 
being 
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* being a Fulfilling of his Propheſies, is juſtly 
* to be deem'd a ſure and demonſtrative Proof 
« of the Truth of Chriſtianity.” 

This Reflection is fo far from having any 
Oppoſition to the Diſcourſe, that it is giving 
it a Sort of divine Authority, and proving from 
thence, to his (7) common People, the certain 
Foundation of Chriſtianity. But if he in- 
tends it for a Part of his Demonſtration of 
Chriſtianity to the Deiſts, J conceive it de- 
fective, without proving the Hiſpiration of 
the Per/on ſpeaking, (which, one would think, 
he ſhould know ought not to be taken for 
granted,) and without proving, that the Pro- 
pheſies attributed to him, which were not 
publiſh'd till long after the (ſuppoſed) Ac- 
compliſhment, were deliver'd viva voce, be- 
fore the ſaid Accompliſhment ; which will 
require a Proof of the Authority of the Books 
of the New Teſtament. Till he has done 
That, the Propheſies ſpoken of will not be 
deemid ſure and demonſtrative Proofs; nor 
will a produced Propheſy and a produced 
Accompliſhment have any Effect on a Deiſt; 
who, at firſt View, will ſuppoſe the Pro- 
pheſy invented for the Sake of the Event, 
or both Propheſy and Event invented. The 
Force of Propheſy in the Queſtion of the 
Meſjias, as urged in the Diſcourſe, both to 
prove the Old Teſtament an z»ſþired Bok, 
and to prove JesUs the Meſias, lies in This, 
that he accompliſhes Propheſtes in the Old 
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Teſtament ; which is a Book that undoubtedly 


exiſted before the Times of JesUs, and can- 

not have been alter'd fince his Times in his 

Favour, no more than to his Prejudice. 
IV. His whole Book may be conceived a 


Reflection on, or Argument againſt, the D/ 


courſe. Upon which therefore I will make 
an Obſervation or two here, reſerving the 
full Conſideration of his Book to another 
Occaſion. | 

The firſt Part of his Book, attempting a 
Proof of the Re/urrefion of JEsUs, is no- 
thing to the Diſcourſe; nor is it argumen- 
tative to Deiſts, who juſtly want more, and 
other Proof, than the mere producing Wit- 
neſſes from the New Teſtament ; the Au- 
thority whereof they admit not ; to ſay nothing 
of his Choice, and managing of his Mitneſſes 
after ſuch a Manner, as tends to diſcredit, ra- 
ther than prove the Reſurrection of JESUS. 

The ſecond Part of his Book, which is 
both againſt the D:/courſe, and againſt the 
Deijts, wherein he attempts to ſhew, that the 
 Reſurredion of Chriſt (as before proved by 
him) is a ſufficient Demonſtration of the Truth 
of Chriſtianity, is Weakneſs itſelf, For in 
the firſt Place, he has not proved to the Deiſts 
the Truth of the Reſurrection in a Way 
proper for them. In the next Place, if he 
had proved it in a proper Way, That is, had 
made it out by all the proper Topicks to be 
very probably true, (for That is all the Matter 
will admit of, and what is only required to 


be done in Matters of Fact ; ) yet That would 
not 


2. 2 
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not be ſufficient to prove the Truth of Chriſ- 
tianity, which is a Religion conſiſting of 
many Particulars, and all built on the Books 
of the Old and New Teſtament. The An- 
tiquity, Authority, and Inſpiration of thoſe 
Books are therefore to be proved ; in doing 
which, their Morality is to be clear'd ; their 
Doctrines ſhewn to be not inconſiſtent with 
Reaſon ; the Dependency of the New on the 
Old Teſtament manifeſted, and in particular 
the fundamental Article of Chriſtianity, that 
Jesus of Nazareth is the Meſjias, (or Perſon 
foretold in the Old Teſtament) is the Perſon 
there foretold ; the Harmony of all their Parts 
with one another defended; and all ſhewn 
to tend to the Glory of God, and Good of 
Men. For if theſe Things cannot be made 
out ; or it any Objections upon theſe Heads 
cannot be anſwer'd ; here is not only Want 
of Proof for ſome eſſential Parts of Chriſtia- 
nity, but Objections ſtarted, which not only 
deſtroy that Conſiſtency and Reaſonableneſs, 
which are neceſſary Characters of a Religion 
that comes from God, but, as not being to be 
anſwer'd, are Demonſtrations of the Falthood 
of what can only be grounded on Probability. 

V. I will conclude this Preface with obſer- 
ving ; that as the Affair of the Old Teſtament 
Prophecy. is abſolutely neceſſary to be made 
out in a Demonſtration of the Truth of Chriſ- 
tianity, (the firſt and fundamental Queſtion 
in Chriſtianity being, whether Jesus of Na- 
zareth be the Meſjias, That is, be the Perſon 
foretold in the Old Teſtament,) and conle- 
quently Mr. GREEN's Demonſtration * 
47 or 
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for Want of making out, from the Old Teſ- 
tament, that Jeſus is the Perſon there fore- 
told ; ſo it is the moſt proper Topick, and 
moſt plain Matter, whereon to put the Cauſe 
of Chriſtianity, and the propereſt Teft of its 
Truth. The Miracles reported in the New 
Teſtament to have been wrought ; the Gifts 
of the Spirit ſaid to be pour'd out on the 
Faithful; and all other Parts of the Evidence 
for Chriſtianity ; are incapable of being con- 
ſider'd in that juſt and certain Light, (on Ac- 
count of the imperfect Knowledge of Things 
come down to us,) as is the Matter of Pro- 
pheſy ; which is moſt eaſy to receive Satis- 
faction about, by ſeeing whether the Meſſias 
be propheſy'd of in the Old Teſtament, a 


Book certainly extant before the Times of 


Jesvs, and appeal'd to by JEsus and his 
Apoſtles in numerous Places. In a Word, 
the Propheſies of the Old Teſtament, if ful- 
fill'd in the New, are not only Miracles, but 
ſuch Miracles as are capable of the fulleſt 
Proof; and if the Events ſaid in the New 
Teſtament to be foretold in the Old be not 
-foretold, the ſuppoſed Miracles, of Propheſies 
accompliſh'd, will receive the fulleſt Con- 
futation. I muſt own therefore, that Mr, 
GREEN, and others, who pretend to give 
a Demonſtration of Chriſtianity, independent 
on Propheſy, ſeem to me implicitly to give 
up Chriſtianity, by waving a Point ſo abſo- 
lately neceſſary to its Proof, and to be no 
real Friends of Truth, by thus declining the 
_ eaſieſt, moſt certain and beſt Way of Trial, 
whether Chriſtianity be true or falſe. 
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To the AUTHOR of a 


DISCOURSE, &c. 


STR, 


HERE ſend you my Animad- 


verſions on the Letters, which Mr. 
GREEN has addreſs'd to you, and 


anſwer. But yet, it ſeems proper, that Some- 
thing ſhould be ſaid to them, and that another 
ſhould defend you againſt one, who, in ſome 


Places, has aflaulted you in a moſt immoral . 


Manner. For tho' you may forgive him for 
thoſe perſonal Attacks, and charitably judge 


his Conduct to flow from his Education, and 


Sort of Religion, and not from any particular 
Enmity to you, and forbear all Reſentment 
in your own Caſe; yet his Behaviour ought not 
to paſs unreſented by others, if they would ſhew 
a juſt Concern for the moſt eſſential Part of 


Religion, 


which, I preſume, you will never 
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ASS. 

Religion, Morality, and the Branches thereof, 
which are of the moſt univerſal Extent, Hu- 
manity and Charity, or even for the ſpecula- 
tive Doctrines of Religion, which are then 
molt likely to be ſet in the beſt Light, when 
the Controvertiſts keep their Temper, and do 
not * Vent to any malicious Inſinuations, 


which muſt neceſſarily be impertinent to the 
Argument. 


J. 
His firſt Letter is grounded on a Miſtake, 


which runs through it; wherein he repreſents 
you as maintaining, that the (a) Apoſtles 
prove the Facts of the New Teſtament by 
Paſſages or Propheſies taken out of the Old, 
and not by Teſtimony. 

This Matter, which he charges on you, Is 
ſuch an Abſurdity in its ſelf, and ſo clearly 
excluded by your own expreſs Words from 
being your Sentiments or Deſign, and is a 
Miſrepreſentation of ſuch a Nature, that 1 
may juſtly expect to be condemn' d for en- 
tring the Liſts of Controverſy with one, who 
was capable of it. 

Your expreſs Words are, ( St. Mar- 
THE W proves ſeveral Parts of Chriſtianity 
from the Old Teſtament, either by ber- 
« ing them to be Things foretold, as to come 


«© to paſs under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, or to 


c 


4 


* 
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(4) Green's Letters, p. 11, 12. 6 Diſcourſe, p. 5. 


be 


E 33 
© be agreeable to, or founded on the No- 
* tions of the Old Teſtament.” Wherein 
the Word proves (which is a Word he (c) 
ſingles out, and builds upon, with Regard to 
your own Explication thereof in the Words 
immediately following it) has no Relation to 
the Proof of any Chriſtian Fa#s, but means, 
ſhewing thoſe Fags (which are ſuppoſed Facts, 
proved in a proper Way, That is, by Teſti- 
mony) to be Things (d) foretold, as to come 
to paſs under the Goſpel-Diſpenſation. 
But leſt this ſhould be miſtaken by others, 
by the Means of Mr. Green, give me Leave 
to explain your Senſe yet more diſtinctly by 
an Inſtance; which I will fo expreſs, as to 
make. it a Key to this whole Controverſy. 


1. The fundamental Article of Chriſtianity 
is, that JESUS of Nazareth is the Meſſiah, 
or Perſon promiſed in the Old Teſtament. 

2. Whether JESUS of Nazareth be the 
Meſſiah, or Perſon promiſed in the Old Teſ- 
tament, muſt be try'd and proved by the Old 
Teſtament. 

3. That trying and proving from the Old 
Teſtament, whether Jes us of Nazareth be 
the Meſſiah, includes in it all proper Conſi- 
derations of the Fads relating to the Meſſiah- 
ſhip of JeEsus, told in the New Teſtament. 
For how, for Example, can the miraculous 


Conception of the Meſiah, his Birth at Beth- 


— — 4 


— 


c) Letters, p. 11. (4) See alſo Diſcourſe, p. 25. 33. 
| lehcm 
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lehem, his Miracles, Death, Reſurrection, and 
Aſcenſion, which are ſome of the Fags re- 
lating to the Meſiah told in the New Teſ- 
tament, and ſuppoſed to be propheſied of in 
the Old Teſtament, be urged as applicable to 
Jesus, but by producing thoſe Fa&#s, as 
gone through and perform'd by JIESUs? 
And what is producing thoſe Fas, but pro- 
ducing thoſe Fad#s atteſted by good Wit- 
nefles ? 

At the Cloſe of this Letter, he urges a Par- 
ticular that has a real Oppoſition to you, and 


which I ſhall confider, when I have tated, - 


in your own Words, the Matter, to which, he 
objects. | 
Alfter you had maintain'd, that if the Pro- 
pheſies of the Old Teſtament are fulfill'd in 
Js us, then is (e) Chriftianity eftabliſh'd on 
a valid Foundation, you aflert on the {f) 
other Side, that if the Propheſies cited from the 
Old Teſtament be not fulfill d, then has Chriſ- 
tianity no juſt Foundation; for the Founda- 
tion, on which JESUs and his Apoſtles built 
it, is then invalid and falſe. Nor can, add 
you, Miracles ſaid to be wrought by JESUS 
and his Apoſtles, in Behalf of Chriſtianity, 
avail any Thing in the Caſe; for Miracles 
can never make a Propheſy fulfill d, which is 
not fulfill d, and can never mark out a Meſ- 
fiah, or JeEsus for the Meſſiah, if both are 


not mark'd out in the Old Teftament. And 


— 


67) Diſearſe, p. 1. ) Ibid. p. 28. 
you 


(5] 


you ſay, that Miracles, ſaid to be wrought, 
mnay be often juſtly deemed falſe Reports, when 
attributed to Perſons, who claim an Autho- 
'thority from the Old Teſtament, which they 


imp 


gainſt This Mr. Green argues, that (g) yon 


A 


ertinently alledge to ſupport their Pretences. 


fine Reaſoning fignifies nothing at all, for it 


ſerves his Purpoſe as much as yours. To 
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make out which he thus proceeds; //, ſays 


he, the Arguments to prove that Teſs 
roſe from the Dead, and that numerous 
and wonderful Miracles were wrought by 
him and his Apoſtles be concluſiue, theſe 
Things were certainly ſo; nor can the 
charging them with laying an invalid Foun- 


dation for Chriſtianity, making falſe Infe- 
c rences, miſapplying Propheſics, marking 


out one for the Meſſiah, who was not 
mark'd out in the Old Teſtament, claim- 
ing thence an Authority without Reaſon, 
and impertinently alledging it to ſupport 
their Pretences, avail any Thing in the 
Caſe; for ſuch Things as theſe can never 
render That no Reſurrection, which was 
a Reſurrection, or thoſe no Miracles, 
which were Miracles, or thoſe no Facts, 


which were Facts; can never make a true 


Hiſtory falſe. This, adds he, proves no- 


thing on either Side, and is no more than 


to ſay, that That, which is true, can by 


no Means be proved to be falſe.” But in 


mn — e 
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the farther Proſecution of his Matter, he, 
ſomewhat inconſiſtently with This, carries 
his Arguments farther, and ſuppoſes, that, 
when the Meſſiahſbip of Feſus is proved by 
( Miracles, ſuch Proof remains good, 
and cannot be overthrown by any Objedicn, 
on the Head of Propheſy ; which cannot be 


anſwer'd , | \ 


1 as % 1 ta. th. Fs ey 1 


To which I anſwer, | 
1. That whether JESUS of Nazareth be 
the Maſiah promiſed in the Old Teſtament, 
can only be try'd and proved from the Old 
| Teſtament, 

| 2. That Jesus CHRIST appealing to 
the Old Teſtament, as propheſying of him, 
it 1s but Juſtice to him, to examine him by 

that Criterion. 
3. That the Meaning of Books is to be 
ſettled by the common Rules of interpreting 
Books, and not by Miracles, which are not 
| Mediums, or Rules, to mark out the Mean- 
ing of Books; and that when the Bereans 
are commended for ſearching the Scriptures, 
or Old Teſtament, to „e, whether what the 
| Apoſtles preached was true, or no, it was 
for their endeavouring to try the Apoſtles 
| Doctrine by the Old Teſtament, interpreted 
| by the common Rules of interpreting Books, 
and not by the Senſe given of thoſe Books by 
| - -—© JE$Us and his Apoſtles, who are ſuppoſed 


— 


K 


1 — 
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to have wrought Miracles for the Juſtneſs of 
the Senſe they had given of thoſe Books; 
For if Miracles had been a juſt Medium to 
fix the Senſe of thoſe Books, there needed 
no Search to find out their Senſe, which had 
already been made evident by Miracles; nay, 
ſuch a Search, as engaging them in the Difh- 
cultics ſuppoſed and allow'd by Mr Green to 
be in the Affair of Propheſy, and of the Ci- 
tations made out of the Old Teſtament by 


the Apoſtles, would not only have been need- 


leſs, but have embarraſs'd them about a 
Matter, that was July proved before. 

In a Word, is it not exceedingly abſurd 
in the Queſtion of Tranſubſtantiation, the 


Determination whereof depends on the Mean- 


ing of theſe Words, This 7s my Body, to quit 
the Context, wherein they are found, and 
to conſider, whether 7. ranſubſtantiation be 
held forth in that Place, from the nume- 
rous Miracles atteſted to be wrought in divers 


Ages of the Church in Behalf of that Doc- 


trine, or by the late Miracle, ſaid to be 


wrought publickly in the City of Paris, and 
atteſted to by three/core choſen V itneſſes, and 
publiſh'd and proclaim'd by a great Chriſtian 
Prelate, his Eminency the Cardinal de Noailles, 
Archbithop of Paris, and believed by every 
Chriſtian, or not publickly deny'd by any, 
in the City or Country where it was wrought? 
Miracles, though cver fo well atteſted, ſeem 
to me ſo improper a Medium iii the Caſe, and 
to have fo little Relation to the Determination 
of the true Meaning of the Words, This is my 
s Body, 
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[8] 
Body, that T think no Man is concern'd to 
enquire, whether they were ever done, or no, 
or to trouble himſelf about them, any more 
than about all the infinite Relations of the 
like Kind, vented to ſupport the various and 
contradictory Notions f read throughout the 
World. The Senſe of the Words is plain, 
as confider'd with their Context, and carry 
ſuch Evidence along with them agairfſt the 


Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation, as cannot be 


ſubverted by any foreign Conſideration, much 
leſs by any Fats, atteſted and related by al. 
lible Men; whoſe Credibility and Narrations 
are to be judged of by the Hiſtories we have 
of their Proceedings in all Ages of the World, 
and in all Religions, and every Day in. the 
Roman Church, which pretends to a conſtant 
Power to do Miracles, in this Matter of at- 
teſted, or ſuppoſed atteſted Miracles. It is 
faid, that the Pope lately caſt a Devil out 
of a Man poſſeſs d, publickly before his whole 
Company at Maſs; but ſhould he be faid to 
have caſt out ten thouſand Devils, or to have 
done any other Miracles, no one ought in the 
leaſt to be moved by them, ſo as to think, 
from them, that the Maſs or Popery was 
taught in the Bible. | 
4. That all Parts of the Chriſtian Scheme 
ought to be made out and defended, and eſ- 
pecially the fundamental Article thereof, that 
EsUs of Nazareth is the Meſſiah, or Per- 
- fon promiſed in the Old Teſtament, by thoſe, 
who propoſe that it ſhould be rationally re- 
_ ceived, by inſiſting on and making good the 
| ſeveral 
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ſeveral Foundations, on which Jrsvus and his 
Apoſtles founded his Meſiahſhip, Miſſion, and 
Doctrines; and that one Defect in the ſaid 
Scheme, and one Argument againſt that Scheme, 
which cannot be anſiber d, affects the whole 
Scheme, | 

For Example, if it does not appear from 
the Old Teſtament, that JESUS, as charac- 
terized in the New Teſtament, is the Me/#ah, 
- promiſed in the Old, there is no Pretence to 
proceed a Step farther towards the Maintenance 
or Support of Chriſtianity ; for the Term 
Meſſfiah ſignifies a Perſon there deſcribed and 
foretold. And to talk of, and to pretend to 
believe in IESUs, as the Perſon promiſed in 
a Book, when that Book is not to be our ſole 


Guide and Rule, to know whether he be 


promiſed in that Book, or no, is, as appears 
to me, the greateſt Contradiction to common 
Senſe, and the greateſt Satire upon the Goſpel, 
and upon JEsUus and his Apoſtles, for ap- 
pealing to the Old Teſtament, that is poſlible, 
It implies, that there is one Book, which is 


to be interpreted differently from all other 


Books. It implies, that the Matter, for which 
an Appeal is made, is not to he found in the 
Book. It is flying in the Face of Jresus 
CHnR18ST and his Apoſtles, and declining an 
Appeal, which they make; and, in a word, 
it diſcovers a mere pretended Regard to Ixsus 
CHRIST and his Apoſtles, and a real Regard 
to nothing but our own Schemes. A 


Again, if the Reſurrection of JIrsus from 
the Dead, which is alſo an eſſential Part of 
S 2 _ Chriſtianity, - 
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Chriſtianity, Art, as it ought to come to paſs 
as a Fact ſuppoſed to be foretold in the Old 
Teſtament, and, ſecondly, as it is a Fact teſti- 
fy'd of in the New Teſtament, cannot be (7) 
roved true, and defended, Chriſtianity fails. 
For if ſuch a Matter could be made out to be 
a Falſhood, or to be deſtitute of Proof, here 
is ſuch a Weakneſs, ſuch a Failure in Evi- 
dence for Chriſtianity, as ſuperſedes the Con- 
ſideration of any other Topicks in its Behalf, 
and, indeed, ſufficiently implies, that every 
other Part thereof mult be invalid. 

In a Word, as the Bereans ſearch'd the 
Scriptures, or Old Teſtament, to /e, whether 
what the Apoſtles taught was founded thereon, 
or no, and would have acted right in rejecting 
the Teaching of the Apoſtles, had they not 
found it in the Old Teſtament; ſo others 
would no leſs have acted rightly, in rejecting 
their Teaching, if the Reſurrefion of Insus 
had not been made out to them; for as the 
Apoſtle very well argues, (4) If CurisT be 
not riſen, then is our Preaching vain, and 
your Faith is alſo vain. es 


You have conſider'd Matters like the Be- 


reans, and have ſearch'd the Old Teſtament, 
to find out the prophetical Foundation of 
Chriſtianity; and if you have not expreſly 
ſtated the Affair of goſpel Miracles, and par- 
ticularly the Miracle of the Reſiurrection of 
Jesvs, the great Miracle of the Gofpel ; it 
was becauſe it was needleſs, and ſufficiently 


——— ——ê—ê¼ 


(i) Letters, p. 8. (*) 1 Cor. xv. 14. 
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obviated by you, and for other manifeſt Rea- 
ſons ; but not for the (/) Reaſon aſſign'd by 
Mr. GREEN, who pretends, by his Prero- 
gative, to know the Secret of ycur Heart, as 
well as the (%) Secret of God. 

Wherefore, all true Defenders of Chriſti- 
anity muſt either manitain the whole, or give 
up the whole. 

To pretend therefore, that Miracles are a 
Proof of the Meſſiahſhip of JesUs, upon a 
Suppoſition, that the Meſiahſhip is not, or 
cannot be made out, from the Old Teſtament, 
or that the Teſt or Proof thereof from the 
Old Teſtament may be declined, really 1 
plies, either that Miracles are no Proofs of 
Chriſtianity, (no leſs than declining, or not 
being able to prove the Truth of the Reſur- 
refion, implies Propheſy, and all other Argu- 
ments for Chriſtianity, invalid) or elſe implies 
the Miracles not done, That is, without juſt 
Proof that they were done. And Jet me add, 
with Reſpect to Mr. Gxrren, that if the 
Meffiahſhip cannot be made out from the Old 
Teſtament, (which is a Suppoſition only uſed 
in the Way of Argument; for you contend, 
like all Chriſtians, except one or two of your 
Ad verſaries, that the Meſſiahſbip, is made out 
from the Old Teſtament by the Apoſtles, 
who endeavour to prove the Jewiſh Law and 
Hiſtory, to be prophetick, or to be a Type 
of the Goſpel) I ſay, that if the Mefiahſhip 


cannot be made out from the Old Teſtament, 


/ Letters, p. 21. (m) Bb. b. 4 
T. 6 there 


1121 
there is probably ſome Defect in Mr. Gre tx's 
Aſſertions about thoſe Miracles, who fays from 
the Goſpels, that (n) they were done in the moſt 
publick Manner, (he cannot mean. the Reſur- 
rection of Ixsus from the Dead ; ) that they 
were related by Eye and Ear-witneſſes, who 
had no Ends to ſerve by impoſing on the World, 


and /everal of whom laid down their Lives, 


for the Sake of a Religion, which was Hound. 


ed on the Fats related in them; and who alſo 
affirms the Relations of thoſe Fats to have 
been publiſtd at the Time when they were freſh 


in every Bodies Memories. I fay, a Defe& 


may be ſuppoſed in theſe mere Afertions ; 
which he docs not pretend to make out by 
diſtinct ani! clear Proofs, in Relation to the 
Authors of the Goipels, their Authority, and 
divine Inſpiration; to the Time when the 
ſaid Goſpels were publiſh'd ; to the particular 
Condition, Callings, Lives, Preaching, Suffer- 
ings, and Death of any of the Apoſtles ; tho 
I think it became him to do ſo, againſt ſuch 
as he pretends to write againſt, who, he muſt 
know, pay no Manner of Regard to his 
mere Aſſertions, and who, I ſuppoſe, he 
mult ſay, would be guilty of a great Fault, 
if they took any Thing upon Truſt from 


him. 


What I have ſaid here, does, as I conceive, 
ſubvert and confute all that Mr. GREEN has ſaid 
any where in his Letters, and particularly in 
his third Letter, (which is nothing but a Scene 


— 


605 . p. 14. 
of 
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of Wranghng and Miſtakes) upon the Head 
of Miracles, which has any real Oppoſition 
to you. And I ſhall conclude it with the 
Judgments of three very learned and ingenious. 
Men, the two firſt whereof are your par- 
ticular Adverſaries, and have a direct View to 
what you have ſaid in your Diſcourſe about 
Miracles. 

(o) Dr. SHERLOCK fays one of the Cha- 
racters, which our Saviour conſtantly aſſumes 
and claims in the Goſpel, is This, that he ts 
the Perſon ſpoken of by Mosks and the Pro- 
phets. Whether he is this Perſon, or no, muſt 
be tryd by the Words of Propheſy; and This 
makes the Argument from Propheſy ſo far ne- 
ceſſuny to eſtabliſh the Claim of the Goſpel ; and 
it has been very juſtly, as well as acutely ob- 
ſerved, (vis. by the Author of the Di/cour/e 
of. the Grounds) that the Proof of this Point 
muſt rely intirely on the Evidence of Pro- 
pheſy. Miracles in this Caſe afford no Help. If 
the Prophets have not ſpoken of CHRIST, all 
the Miracles in the World will not prove they 
have ſpoken of him. And he ſays, That as 
( Truth is conſiſtent with itſelf, ſo this Claim 
muſt be made out, or it deſtroys all others. 

Mr. SYKES () fays, © There are a great 
many Perſons, who conceive, that Chriſti- 
anity is ſufficiently proved to be true, if the 
* Miracles and Reſurrection of JESus are 
* true; even without any Regard to the Pro- 
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phefies ſo often appeal'd to by him. But 
ſuppoſing the Miracles to be true; yet no 
Miracles can prove That, which is falſe in 
itſelf, to be true. If therefore the Me/jiah 
be not foretold in the Old Teſtament, no 
Miracles can prove Jesus to be the Meffiah 
foretold ; nay, 'tis a ſtronger Argument to 
prove JEsUs to be an Impoſtor, that he 


* appeal'd to Propheſies, which were not 


Propheſies, and, by that Means, impoſed 
upon the ignorant People, than 'tis, that he 
came from God, merely becauſe he work'd 


Miracles. Falſe Chrifts and falſe Prophets 


may ariſe, and may ſhew ſuch great Signs and 


Wonders, as to deceive, if it were poſſible, the 
very Ele, Mat. xxiv. 24. Yet no one from 
thence would argue, that thoſe a Chriftsare 
true ones; nor would any one conclude, that 
a Man came from God, notwithſtanding any 
Miracles he might do, if he appeal'd to Scrip- 
ture for That, which is no where in it. 
„ Beſides, what Notions of common Mo- 
rality muſt he have, who pretends to come 
from God, and declares that the Scriptures 
teſtify of him, John v. 39. if the Scriptures 
do not teſtify of him? What Honeſty, 
what Truth, or Sincerity, muſt he have, 
who could begin at Moss and all the Pro 
phets, and expound unto his Diſciples in all 
the Scriptures, the Things concerning him{el}. 
Luke xxiv. 27. if neither Moss nor the 
Prophets ever ſpoke a Word about him : 
The Prophets therefore mult be conſider'd, 
and the Foundation of Chriſtianity muſt 
| cc be 
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be laid on them, or elſe, to avoid one 
Difficulty, we ſhall be forced into ſuch 
Abſurdities, as no Man can palliate, much 
e leſs can extricate himſelf out of.” 
Laſtly, Dr. (7) ALL1x tells us, that the 
Deſign of the four Evangel:i/is is to prove that 
JesUs the Son of MAkv is the promiſed Meſ- 
ſiah; and that in his Birth, his Life, his Doc- 
trine, bis Death, and Nei ae, We meet 
with all the Charaders, which"the Prophets 
attributed to the Meſiiah. And he ſays, that 
(s) Miracles were to move and diſpoſe Men to 
the receiving the Truth ; but Proofs and Ar- 
euments, from the Old Teſtament, were the 
proper Means to convince their Hearers of the 
Truth of it. And, I humbly conceive, ſhould 
any one, in Virtue of the Paſſages cited from 
theſe learned Men, attack them as maintaining, 
that the Fads. of the New Teſtament were to 
be proved by Propheſy, and not by Teſtimony, 
as Mr. GREEN does you, for maintaining 
the fame commonly received Notions in Di- 
vinity with them, he would juſtly paſs for a 
Perſon incapable of cver under ſtanding Matters 
of Divinity, unleſs they would ſuppoſe him 
to have ſuch a juſt Inſight and Knowledge of 
Mankind, as to know, that he may repreſent 
an Adver fary as he pleaſes, ipcak to one Point 
when he ſhould ſpeak to another, and indeed 
ſay whatever he pleaſes, either againſt com- 
mon Senſe or Morality, with the Applauſe 
of thoſe, whoſe Applauſe only it, perhaps, 


concerns nien to obtain. 


(r) Allix's Refle#. on 5 the Books of the New Tf 
7 75 (5) F augment A the Unit. 5. 33. 
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Mr. GREEN, in his ſecond Letter, pro- 
poles. to prove againſt you, that (t) it 15 
reaſonable to receive that De#rine as divine, 
which is confirm'd by Miracles; That is, if he 
will oppoſe you, that it is reaſonable to receive 
Insus for the Meſſiah, on Account of the 
Miracles wrought by him, without Regard to 
any Trval or Proof of his Meſjiahſhip from 
the Old Teſtament. For I do not know that 
you Fave glied any Thing in your Diſcourſe 
upon the Ticad of Miracles, as Proofs of a di- 
vine Authority, but what is faid by all Di- 
vines of Learning and. Underſtanding, in the 
Caſe. You aflert, that they are not ab/eluze 
Proofs of a divine Authority, as they all do; 
but advance nothing againſt their Force, when 
conſider d as Proofs or Motives in a lower 
Senſe ; nay, you ſuppoſe, according to the 
common Notion, that they are, in their Na- 
ture, a (4) Confirmation of a Miſſion. 

However, tho Mr. GREEN does not really 
oppole you, and talks to a Queſtion of his 
own framing, (which I allow he may through 
Miſtake take to be the Queſtion, as well as 
invidiouſly make the Queſtion ; ) yet he having 
laid down the general Propoſition before- 
mention'd, and attempted to prove it, we 
have a Right to expect that Proof from him, 
as, nerd, we have of every Thing he pre- 


— 


675 Letters, p. 26. (04 Diſearſe, Sc. p. 34. 


tends 


N 

tends to advance againſt you; for indeed, no- 
thing can be more improper, than to advance 
{» many Things without Proots, as he does, 
in Letters to yon, whom he ſuppoſes an In- 
Adel, and muſt ſuppoſe pay no Regard, but 
That of Contempt to him, for his mere Aſ- 
ſertlons, as if you were one of his o/d Women ; 
for whoſe Edification he ſeems only to write. 

Accordingly I ſhall conſider what he fays. 


He propoſes to prove his Point by eaſy Steps in 
fifteen Propoſitions. 


But his whole Proof lies in his eig, which 
affirms,“ (w) that God may aſſure us, that 
* ſuch a Doctrine is a Revelation from him 
* by ſome extraordinary Works, That is, 
* Works contrary to, or beſides the known and 
* common Laws, or Courſe of Nature and Pro- 

ce didence; as for Inſtance, the cauſing the 
« Sun and the Moon to ſtand ſtill in the Midſt 

* of Heaven, or making one Day about as 
* Jong as two, as 7oſh. x. 13. There is no 
Abſurdity in ſuppoſing that fuch Yorks may 
* be wrought, and for this End, the aſſuring 
„Men that ſuch a Doctrine is a Revelation 
% from God. And if his doing ſome extra- 

ordinary Works is not proper to anſwer this 
«© End, he does not ſee any Thing that can be. 
M thought to be ſo.“ 

To which I anſwer, that it is very true, 
God may aſſure us that fach a Deærine is a Re- 
velation from him, by extraordinary Works. 
&e. But then it muſt appear, by fome Reg- 
— FR _ 
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[18 ] 
ſon, that the ſaid extraordinary Works are 
ſuch Aſſurances, or that That is their Intent 
and Deſign. For the Poſſibility of God's a/- 
furing us of the Truth of a Doctrine by extra- 
ordinary Works is no Proof, that That is, or 
muſt be his Method, in Fact, of afjuring 
us of the Truth of any De#rine, and of 
communicating his Will to us. That is the 
Thing to be proved by Reaſon, and not ſup- 
poſed ; for, if we do not know by Reaſon, 
that extraordinary Works are Proofs of a 
Doctrine coming from God; we cannot know 
by Reaſon that extraordinary Works muſt be 
God's Method of afjuring us of the Truth of 
a Doarine. Nothing therefore follows, from 
the Allowance of this Pofib:/ity, to his Pur- 
poſe ; and yet I cannot find that he offers at 
any farther Proof of his Point, unleſs what 
he adds is intended for a Proof, that / 
God's doing extraordinary Works is not proper 
to anſwer this End, he does not ſee any Thing 
that can be thought to be ſo ; which ſeems a 
ſtrange Proof ; for, what it nothing elſe car 
be thought of by him or any one elſe, proper 
to anſwer this End, does it therefore fol- 
low, that That is God's Method of revealing 
his Will? And tho' he cannot /e that any 
other Method can be thought of, whereby God 
can give Proof of revealing his Will, yet I 
think others may /ee one. And indeed all the 
religious Sets of the World contend, that 
God not only may have, but has had, a 
conſtant Communication with Mankind, by 
what they call ternal Revelation, Experi- 

ences, 


Ke 


ences, and Inſpiration ; which is inward Con- 
viction of Ning and ſtronger than any tra- 
ditional Evidence for Miracles can be, or an 
Evidence of our Senſes for Miracles, 7 5, 
yet, if proved to be done, we can neither 
know to be Works of God, nor Proofs of 
a Doctrine coming from him. And it is 
ſurprizing to me, that the reverend- Mr. 
GREEN, who muſt openly pretend he has had 
a Call from the Holy Ghoſt to the Miniſtry ; 
who, one would think, ſhould be perſwaded, 
that the holy Spirit is the greateſt Witneſs to 
the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion ; and who 
is of a Se that deals in Experzences, and talks 
much of the Witneſs, or Teſtimony, and Ope- 
rations of the Spirit, ſhould be fo little af- 
fected with the ſaid Doctrine himſelf, as to 
imply, that ſuch Things are not ſo much as 
thought of by him, when he is talking to 
you of the Methods that God may take of 
aſjuring us of the Truth of a Dearine ; for 1 
dare ſay he ſpeaks (whatever he thinks) of 
it, in his Pulpit, and upon other Occaſions. 
But whatever his real Senſe may be of In- 
ſpiration, or of the Witneſs, Teſtimony, and 
Operation of the Spirit, and of Experiences, 
I conceive that they may be much better 
Proofs of God's afjiring us of the Truth of a 
D:&rine, than extraordinary Works ; which, 
when confider'd as they ſtand in Fact, were 
done in an obſcure Corner, (where there were 
numerous (x) Pretenders to perform ſuch ex- 


r 


— 


(x) B of Litchlield's &c. Defence of Chrift. p. 43 1. 
traordinary 


(wo) 
traordinary Works, ) the Report, and Evi- 
dence whereof, reach'd but a little Way ; 
which do 'not render the Perſons, who do 
them, infallible; for ()) Judas, and perhaps 
ſome, who had ſometimes wrought Miracles by 
Chrift's Commiſſion, did afterwards renounce 
him, and apoftatize from the Faith; and 
their having been uſed by God as his Inſtru- 
ments and Meſſengers did not authorize them 
for ever after to be accounted ſuch, nor was to 
give them Credit in all they ſaid, or did: 
which have been reported and teſtify'd to be 
done in Behalf of all Religions; for as Dr. 
JENKIN obſerves, (2) there never was any of 
the falſe Religions, but it was pretended to have 
been confirmed by ſomething miraculous; which 
can be done by Beings 7 Sho to God, and 
even by evil Beings, or Workers of Iniquity 
(who can do ſuch wonderful Works, as would 
deceive, if poſſible, the very Elect; That is, 
all but thoſe, who by being elected muſt neceſ- 
farily perſevere in Grace to the End, and can- 
not poſſibly fall from Grace, or be deceived 
into an erroneous Belief,) nay, by Sar AN, 
or the Devil, who can transform himſelf into 
an Angel of Light; and which are Proofs 
only of the Power, but not of the Veracity 
of their Author. In Juſtification of my aſ- 
ſigning Inspiration, as a Way that God, if 
he pleaſes, may take to give Proof of the 
Truth of a Doctrine's coming from him, give 
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[I 943 
tne leave to produce ſome Authorities in Be- 
half of my Opinion; ail which will be found, 
either to aſſert the Method of In/þiration to 
be a better Method for God to reveal his Will, 
than the Method by Miracles, or extraordinary 
Works, er to confound the Method by Mira- 
cles, or to aſſert the Excellency and Reali (HOSE: 
of Inſpiration, as a Method taken by God to Total 
reveal his Will. 1 
I find the following Clauſes, (both in the 
Articles of the Chriſtian Religion, approved and 
paſs'd by both Houjes of Parliament, after Ad- 
VICE hat with the Aſſembly of Divines by Au- 
thority of Parliament ſitting at Weſtminſter, 
printed 1648; and in the Declaration of the 
Faith and Order own'd and pragijed in the 
congregational Churches in England, agreed 
upon and conſented unto by the Elders and 
Meſſengers in their Meeting at the Savoy, 
Oct. 12. 1658.) 
Ie 3 of the holy Scripture, for 
* which it ought to be believed and obey'd, 
* dependeth not upon the Te/frmony of any 
Man or Church, but wholly upon God 
* (who is Truth itſelf ) the Author thereof ; 
and therefore it is to be received, becauſe 
* it is the Word of God.” 
* We may be moved and induced, by the 
** Teſtimony of the Church, to an high and 
© reverend Eſteem of the holy Scripture. And 
* the Heavenlineſs of the Matter, the Efficacy 
© of the Doctrine, the Majeſty 'of the Style, 10 
« the Conſent of all the Parts, the Scope of — 
* the whole, (which is, to give all Glory to F414 6 
U 85 'Ged, 
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[22] 
God,) the full Diſcovery it makes of the 
* only Way of Man's Salvation, the many 


* other incomparable Excellencies, and the 


entire Perfection thereof, are Arguments, 
* whereby it doth abundantly evidence itſelf 
to be the Ward of God; yet notwithſtand- 
ing, our full Perſwaſion and Aſſurance of 
* the infallible Truth and divine Authority 
* thereof is from the Work of the holy Spi- 
* rit, bearing Witneſs by and with the Word 
in our Hearts.” | 

The learned and acute Mr. BaxTER fays, 
(a) he is much more apprebenſive, than here- 
tofore, of the Neceſſity of well grounding Men 
in their Religion, and eſpecially of the Witnels 
of the indwelling Spirit; for he more SENSIBLY 
PERCEIVES, Zhat the SPIRIT 7s the great 
WITNESS of CHRIST and Chriſtianity to the 
World. 

The renown'd Dr. OweN, a great Divine 
of the independent Sect, thus treats the Ar- 
gument for the Truth of Chriſtianity, from 
Miracles, in his Confiderations upon the Bib- 
lia Poliglatta, as I find him repreſented by Dr. 
WALTON, the Editor of the Biblia Polyglotta, 
in the Defence of that Work, againſt the ſaid 
Conſiderations. Dr. WaLToN (b) fays, © He 
(That is, Dr. Owe N) rejects that main Ar- 
« gument to prove the Scriptures to be from 


* God, p. 103, 104, wiz. the Miracles 


" wrought by MoskEs and CHRIST, the 
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- _ (4) Reliquiæ Bax <terlan®, p. 127. (5) Walton' Con- 


fiaerator coiſider d, p. 22. 


* Prophets 
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Prophets and Apoſtles, to confirm their 
* Doctrine, brought down to us by the an 
* doubted Teſtimony and univerſal Tradition 
* of the Church of CuRIsT, —and {ticks 
* not to affirm, that the Alcoran may vie 
Miracles and Traditions with the Scripture, 
p. 105. And that there is no more Reaſon to 
e believe thoſe, who have received that Tra- 
dition, and plead they have it, before and 
* againſt them, who profeſs they have no ſuch 
* Report deliver'd them from their Fore- 
* fathers, p. 108. Nor have wwe more Induce- 
e ment to give Credit to their Aſſertions, than 
* to a like Number of Men holding out a Tra- 
dition utterly to the contrary, That is, why 
we ſhould believe the Teſtimony of the 
whole Chriſtian Church, before the Teſti- 
mony of Jews, Pagans, and Mahometans, 
de to the contrary,” 

The ingenious Author of Miſcellanea ſacra, 
ſays, (c)“ the Compariſon between the State of 
„ Propheſy under the Old and New Teſta- 
© ment, which he has made, to ſhew where- 
© in the ſuperior Teaching of the Spirit did 
* conſiſt ; will alſo ſhew wherein the Supe- 
« ruority of the Witneſs of the Spirit, to all 
% other Teſtimonies given to CHRIST, did 
* conliſlt. Our Saviour went about working 
Miracles, curing Diſeaſes, and caſting out 


Devils; yet it might be ſaid by Malice and 


« Perverſeneſs (perhaps by mere Scepticiſm, 
in ſome given to doubt) that they did not 


(c) Fol. 1. p. 180. 
U 2 * know 


L mott active and ſublimated Malice; for is 
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[ 24 } 
know the Power of Nature, and therefore 
could not judge of a Miracle; that they 
did not know what Secrets there might be 


© for the ſpeedy and inſtantaneous Cure of 


Diſeaſes; and that they could not tell, 
whether thoſe few were really dead, that 
were ſaid to be raiſed. And the Blaſphemy 
againſt the Son went ſo far, as to ſay, that 
he caſt out Devils by Beelgebub the Prince 
of Devils; and, poſſibly ſome thought, that 
his Cures of Diſeaſes, as well as his diſpoſ- 
ſeſſing of Devils, was by Charms, and Spells, 
and magical Arts, uſed almoft univerſally in 
Medicine in that Age of the World. Sce 
Atts xix. 18, 19. And as for working Mi- 
racles, curing of Diſeaſes, and caſting out 
Devils, the heathen Prieſts and Exorciſt« 
pretended to them; and many among the 
Jews pretended to ſome of them. And our 
Saviour, as well as his Apoſtles, foretold, 


© that there ſhould be falſe Chriſts, and falſe 


Prophets; and that they ſhould work ſuch 
Signs and Wonders, as, if it were poſſible, 
would ſeduce the very Elect; and that Satan 
ſhould come among thoſe, who received 
rot the Truth in the Love of it, nt - all 
Power, Signs, lying Wonders, Matt. xxiv. 24. 


'2 Thefl. 1. 8, 9, 10. Nay, even as 7o 


CnR1sT's Reſurrection, a wicked Imagi- 
nation might perhaps ſtrain itſelf ſo far, as 
to find out . ſome Cavils and Exceptions to 
But the Witneſs of the Spirit quite 
blunts and deadens all the working of the 


ce there 
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there any ſecret Art, Trick, Slight, or 
Power; or was any ſuch Thing ever pre- 
* tended to, fince the World began; by which 
the Knowledge of Les, of the greateſt 
* Compaſs, Uſe, and Conſequence, can be 
* infuſed into the Minds of vaſt Numbers of 
© jlliterate Men and Women in an Inſtant, 
* and the Power given to ſome of them to 
* communicate ſome of thoſe Gifts, but dif- 
<« ferent ones, to all thoſe Believers, to whom 
* they came without Diſtinction; by the lay- 
* ing on of their Hands? He adds, if all this 
„Illumination, in the ſeveral Kinds and De- 
© grees, in which it was communicated to vaſt 
* Multitades, had nothing in it more than the 


Miracles wrought by our Saviour and his 
0 


* Apoſtles in his Life-time, and was of the 
“ fame Rank and Claſs with them; yet inaſ- 
% much as it was in many 12/lances of it, and 
ein the great Numbers, to which it was com- 


< municated, entirely new, (none of the Pro- 


e phets, Jon N the Baptiſt, or the Apoſtles in 
<« the Life-time of our Saviour, having ever had 
« it,) it was the more likely to produce much 
greater Effects than any of the other.” 

Mr. GREEN, therefore, in afſerting Miracli, 
to be the only Method for God to manifeſt his 
Will, rejects the Doctrine of the Witneſs of the 
Spirit; and in building Chriſtianity upon the 
Proof of the miraculous Facts contain'd in the 
Goſpel in particular, quits the Notions of his 


great Predeceſſor in the Miniſtry, Dr. Owen ; 


who, as appears, argued againſt ſuch Proof, as 
equally concluſive for all Religions, and made 
Us 25 the 


[ 26 ] 
the great Proof of the Truth of Chriſtianity 
to he in the /e/f-evidencing Power and Light 
of the Scriptures themſelves, and of the W7- 
neſs of the in-dwelling Spirit within every 
Man. 

But tho' I take the Way of In/þ:ration to be 
better than the Way of extraordinary Works, 
and can think of no better; yet I would 
no more conclude, that That muſt be God's 
Way, if he thought fit, (I ſay, if God thought 
fit, for I know not (d) upon what Right Wwe 
can demand to be told any Thing) to give 
Proof of his revealing his Will to Mankind, 
than I would conclude from God's giving to 
every Man Reaſon, that there is no Need of, 
nor can be, any other Way for God to com- 
municate his Will to the World; and, in 
particular, would not even conclude, that it 
was abſurd to ſuppoſe, that God had left us 
to learn his Will among the infinite Sorts of 
thoſe, who pretend to be Miniſters of his 
Word, and Ambaſſadors from him. On the 
contrary, I would give every Sort of them 
a fair Hearing, as to the Proof of their Mii- 
ſion or Embaſſy, how unpromiting ſoever their 
obvious Figure, Marks, Livery, Appearances, 
and Pretences may be, of their being ſent by 
the great God of Heaven and Earth. 
Mr. GREEN having, as appears, proved 
nothing, and having ſuppoſed the very Thing 
he was to prove, proceeds to anſwer the (e) 
only Objection, which, as he ſays, lies againſt 


— —— — 


( 4 Sherlock's Uſe, 2 P. 55+ ſe) Lettars, p. 29. 
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brs laſt Propoſition, ix. That there are 
© other Beings, beſides God, ſuperior unto 
us; and we cannot ſay what Power they 


may have of doing the Works we are 
ſpeaking of ; and conſequently, we cannot 
tell, when they are the Works of God, and 
<« when the Works of theſe other Beings.” 

How he anſwers his own Obje&ron, I ſhall 
now conſider, and ſhew you, that he an- 
ſwers that 0% ection in ſuch a Manner, as to 
evince, that es or extraordinary Wor ks, 
are not a Proof of the Divinity of a Doctrine. 
And then I think nothing will appear leſs 
argumentative than his Propoſitions; which 
pretend only to aſſert the Poſſibility of their 
being ſuch Proof, and which really ſhew 
that they cannot be Proofs. In anſwer to the 
Objection ſtarted by him, he allows, that 
Beings, inferior to God, can do extraordinary 
Works. How then can we diſtinguiſh when 
God acts, or does extraordinary Works, and 
when other Beings do them? He ſays, God 
can give us a certain Criterion. But what 1s 
that Criterion, conſiſtently with allowing 
that Beings, inferi ior to God, can do Miracles, 
or extraordinary Works? 

I. Firſt, he ſays, the Works themſelves furs 
niſh us with this Criterion, when, in a Con- 
teſt between two Parties doing Miracles, one 
Party makes it appear, that the Power, by 
which he was acted, was ſuperior to That of 
the other. Thus, he ſays, in the Conteſt be- 
tween Aaron and the Magicians of Egypt 
before PHARoAan and his Servants, both 
4 | AaRoy 
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[28 ] 
AARON and the Magicians changed their Rods 
into Serpents, turn'd the Waters into Blood, 


and brought up Frogs on the Land of 


Egypt. And jo far they were on an equal 
Foot. But at the next Meeting, ſuch Things 
were done by AARON, that the Magicians not 
being able to imitate them, it appear'd that 
the Power, by which AARON acted, was ſu- 
perior to That of the Magicians, and that 
fuch Things were done by AARON, that the 


| Magicians themſelves were forced to confeſs 


unto AARON, THIS IS THE FINGER OF 
GoD. In Anſwer to which I ſay; 

1. That, in the Example produced, there 
is no Criterion laid down by Mr. Green to 
judge, when an extraordinary Work is done 


by God; and when not, but only in the Caſe 


of a Conteſt between two Parties working 
Miracles for Victory. And we are left ex- 
poſed to receive all the numerous atteſted Mi- 
racles, wrought among the Pagans, when 
there were no Conteſts; for it appears, from 
the Affair before us, that the Magicians not 
only could and did do Miracles, but that they 
were accuſtom'd to. do them, by their free 
and confident entring into a Conteſt of Mira- 
cles with AARON, at the Command of 

PHARAOH. | 
2. This Victory of AARON over the Ma- 
gicians does no more furniſh us with a Cri- 
terion to judge from the Works themſelves, 
that God acted by AARON, than if either 
AARON or the Magicians had ſingly, or with- 
out 


[0] 


out a Conteſt for Superiority, wrought Mi- 
racles. 

For if Beings inferior to God can do Mi- 
racles, as Mr. Green ſuppoſes, how can any 
Body tell, from the Miracles themſelves, in 
a Conteſt between two Parties, one whereof 
continues to do Miracles, after the other 
ceaſes, and is unable to do more, but that 
it is a Conteſt between inferior Beings, ſu- 
perior to one another in Power. 

. There can be no Proof, that an extra- 
ordinary Work is a Work of God, from the 
Work itſelf, but a Proof, that no other Being 
can do that Work, belides God. (/) Nor 
can any Uſe be made of Miracles, if any one 
but God could work them T/ hey could not 
manifeſt a divine Power, if any leſs could 
work them; nor could they atteſt to any ones 
being ſent of God, if any other than God 

could exerciſe ſuch Power, 1 they might 

proceed from one as well as the other, You 
could not know I came from, and was ſent 
by ſuch a Prince, by my brinving his Seal 
along with me, if other People had the fame 
Seal, and would lend it to others to uſe it as 
they ſaw fit . 

II. Mr. Green offers you a ſecond Criterion, 
whereby we may know, when extraordinary 
Works are the Works of God. And That is 
contain'd in theſe Words; (g) that extra- 
ordinary Works, wrought to aſſure us that 
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(/) Fleetwood's Ey, p. 11. (g) Leiters, p. 33. 
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ſuch a Doctrine is a Revelation from God, are 
to be look'd upon as the Works of God; or, 
which is the ſame Thing in Hffect, as done by 
a divine Power, when the Doctrine they are 
wrought for the Information of, has a natural 


Tendency to make Men holy and happy. 


To which I anſwer : 

1. Firſt, how does ſuch Criterion ſhew any 
extraordinary Works to be Works of God, 
when ſuch Works may be wrought by infe- 
rior Beings? Is there any Contradiction in 
ſuppoſing that 7nferior Beings may propoſe 
Doctrines, which intereſted Men will aſſert 
to have a Tendency to make Men holy and hap- 
py, and by all Arts and Sophiſtry maintain 
and defend, (as the Papiſts do their Doctrines 
and Practices, which have the greateſt Ten- 
dency imaginable to make Men wicted and 
miſerable,) or even may propoſe Doctrines, 
ſome of which, nay all, may have that real 
Tendency ? 

2. Secondly, that if extraordinary Works 
or Miracles are then only to be look'd on, as 
the Works of God, when the Doctrine they are 
wrought for the Confirmation of, has a Ten- 
dency to make Men holy and happy, then Mi- 
racles, as ſuch, do not evince themſelves to 
be the Works of God, and are no Proofs of a 
divine Revelation. () Mere Miracles will 
frgnify nothing, nor determine me one Way or 


ht N — — — 


() Fleetwood, Hb. p. 172. 
another 
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another. And the making a Doctrine (which, 
as tending to make Men holy and happy, car- 
ries its own Proof along. with it) a Cyiterion, 
whereby to judge, that an extraordinary Work 
is a Work of God, and a Proof of a Doctrine's 
coming from him, 1s to make (7) the Doc- 
trine prove the Miracle, and not the Miracle 
prove the Doctrine, and to make the Miracle 
wholly needleſs. For if Men know that a 
Miracle is wrought to confirm a Doctrine, that 
has a Tendency to make Men holy and happy, 
they know the Doctrine has that Terndency, 
and have a demonſtrative Proof of the Truth 
and divine Authority of that Doctrine, and 
need no other Proof, and eſpecially not ſuch 
a Proof, as an extraordinary Work, which 
may be done by a Being inferior to God, 
and which has no Force in itſelf to prove a 
Dorine's coming from God, but what it de- 
rives from that Do&r:ine itſelf, already de- 
monſtrated to be true. 

Beſides, the Rule, of making Miracles then 
a Proof of a Do&trine's coming from God, 
when the DeQZrines themſelves have a Tenden- 
cy to make Men holy and happy, cannot be 


applied in the Caſe of Judaiſ and Chriſtia- 


nity; both which, as conſiſting in many Reſ- 


pets of merely poſitive Doctrines ( ſome of 
which have (4) Objections, as for Example, 


the 


6 


(7 ) Ser Fleetwood, Th. p. 170. 
) The Reverend Mr. Thomas Bradyzury, a Brother-Divine to 
Mr. Green, and who may be ſuppo ed, in repreſeating Chriſtianity, 
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the Doctrine of the Trinity, againſt them in 
Point of Reafon, which the Advocates for 
them ſay cannot be anſwer'd,) cannot come 
under that Rule; to ſay nothing of ſuch Mat- 
ters, as God's Command to ABRAHAM to 
facrifice his Son; the (1) Precept in Relation 
to human Sacrifices, exemplify'd in particular 
by the Sacrifice of JEPTH A's Daughter; God's 
directing the aclites to borrow the Jewels 
of the Egyptians, that they might detain them 
for their own Uſe; the Approbation of IAEL's 
killing SrsERA in his Sleep, not only con- 
trary to that Peace, which was between King 
JABIx (whoſe general S1sERA was) and the 
Houſe of HEBER (whoſe Wife Jatr was) 
but contrary to the Laws of Protection, and 
to her own plighted Faith; for ſhe went 
to meet him, and invited him into her Houſe, 
faying, turn in, my Lord, turn in to me, fear 
not, and SISERA in Confidence of what ſhe 
faid put himſelf under her Protection; God's 
ſending SAMUEL to anoint Davin at Beth- 
lehem, and, to prevent King SAurL's Jealouſy 
of the Intent to dethrone him, bidding him 
fay, he went thither to /acrifice ; the Prac- 


ep... 6 9 et — — 


to talk orthodoxly, or according to the Notions of the Divines of 
his Sect, fays (in his Nature of Faith, p. 6, 7, there are four 


Things, that may be call'd the chf Praftice of the Chriſtians 


Faith. 1. Their Obedience to thoſe Commands, that Reaſen could 
not comply zwith. 2. Their Dependance upon thoſe Promiſes, that 
Reaſon could not Jubjcribe to. 3. Their continual Regard to Jeſus 
Chriſt, 2who to Reaſon is a Stone of Stumbling. And, 4. Their 


great Repoſe of Soul upon Heaven and Immortality, which to Reaſyn 


is all Enthuſtaſm. 
(7) Lev. xxix. 28, 29. 
| | tice 
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tice of Men's ſelling their whole Eftate and 
Subſtance, and bringing all Things in common; 
the forbidding Uſury ; the Approbation of 
Eunuchifm as the Way to the Kingdom of God; 
the Diſcouragement of Marriage, and recom- 
mending the State of Virginity and fingle Life; 
and divers other ſuch Matters, too long to be 
enumerated here. | 

I conclude this Subject of Miracles with 
the Obſervations of a late moſt ingenious (% 
Author. He ſays, © Perhaps it may be ſaid, 
* that Miracles are a ſufficient Evidence and 
© Criterion of a Revelation from God — 
© But I would fain know, what Miracles there 
© are, which may not be wrought by the 
Power of ſome inviſible evil Spirits, or ma- 
< licious and wicked Agents, at leaſt, as to 
Appearance, and ſo as to impoſe on the 
© SpeQtators, beyond their Capacity of detect- 
ing the Cheat; and which muſt then have, 
to all Intents and Purpoſes, the fame Ef- 
e fect upon them, as il the Miracles were 
true and real? If it be urged here, that as 
God himſelf cannot confirm any falſe Doc- 
* trines by Miracles, fo it muſt be inconſiſ- 
tent with his Wiſdom, Truth, and Good- 
* neſs, to ſuffer others to confirm any ſuch 
*© Doctrines by falſe and pretended Miracles, 
* and thereby impoſe upon Mankind in a 
Matter of ſuch high Conſequence, as their 
* eternal Salvation. It is eaſy to reply, that 


— — — — 


i) Morgan's Prefuce to Trafs, p. 10. 
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* This is arguing againſt Fact and Experience; 
© for that a very conſiderable, and perhaps the 
* far greater Part of Mankind always have 
been, and {till are, thus impoſed on, by 
* the pretended Miracles of wicked Prieſts, 
* and the lying Wonders of Satan, is evident 
«in Fact; and therefore to maintain, that 
This cannot be done, or ought not to be 
<« ſuffer'd, is not to prove the Truth of Doc- 
* trines by Miracles, but to impeach Provi- 
* dence, and deny the Perfections of God. 
But the Truth is, that the People in Popiſh 
* Countries, or wherever Miracles are in 
* Vogue, are not to blame for not detecting 
e the Cheats of juggling Prieſts and deſigning 
« Knaves, who impoſe on their Senſes; for 
*© This, perhaps, is what they cannot do; the 
Plot may be too cloſe and deep, and the 
* Deſign too nice and knaviſh for them. But 
* what they are really to blame for, is, their 
4 receiving Doctrines as true and divine, 
<* upon the bare Atteſtation of Miracles, as a 
full and ſufficient Proof, without Regard 
© to the Nature and intrinſick Character of the 
* Doctrines themſelves. By this Means, they 
« are often led into e of Religion, 
ce which, in their whole Frame and Contriv- 
© ance, diſcover the evident Marks and Sig- 
„ natures of Superſtition and Enthuſiaſm, or 
of Knavery and Impoſture ; and which 
therefore could not be reaſonably received, 
as coming from God, even though all the 
« Miracles done from the Beginning of the 
« World had been wrought to confirm them. 
He 


[ 35 ] 


He concludes with a moſt juſt Remark, © that 
* if any Doctrines are received in Virtue of 
Miracles, as coming from God, which 
Doctrines are not characteriſed by the Rea- 
ſon of Things, and the moral Fitneſs of 
Actions, tis plain, there can be no poſſible 
Guard againſt Enthuſiaſm and Impoſture, 
nor any Criterion, by which we may diſ- 
„ tinguiſh between Truth and Falſhood, or 
Right and Wrong, in Matters of Religion. 


III. 


proceed to the grand Queſtion, whether 
there are any Propheſies cited out of the Old 
in the New Teſtament, literally or only ty- 
pically accomplith'd? I ſay the grand Queſ- 


tion; as it is the Queſtion ſtarted or begun by 


you; as it is a Queſtion of the utmoſt Im- 


portance; and as it is a Queſtion, that is the 
Foundation of all other Queſtions in Theolo- 
gy, and in Reſpect of which all other Queſ- 
tions, which you have ſtarted, are but Inci- 
dents. | 
Mr. Green begins his Proof of literal Pro- 
pheſies, by aſſerting, (u) © that if the Truth 
* of a Propoſition be fully proved, we are ob- 
© liged to believe it, though we cannot an- 
A {wer every Objection that is brought againſt 
it by a learned and ſubtle Adverſary. For 


This we may be ſure of, that Truth is not 
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] Letters, p. 57. 
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© contrary to Truth; and that there muſt be 
** ſome Way or other of anſwering Objections 
** againſt the Truth, tho in many Inſtances, 
* thro' the Weakneſs of our Minds, and our 
** imperfect Views of Things, we may not be 
** ſo happy as to find it out. Suppoſing there- 
fore, adds he, that I ſhould not be able to 
e anſwer your Objection againſt Chriſtianity, 
** taken from the typical, or allegorical Proof 
of it; That is, the Proof of it from Paſ- 
'* ſages in the Old Teſtament, which are ap- 
** phed to Jesus, or Matters relating to him 
* in the New Teſtament, and which you 
think, in their literal, obvious, and primary 
** Senſe, had no Relation at all to theſe Things; 
* yet, ſince, as has been ſhewn, the Miracles 
„ wrought by Jtsus, his Reſurrection from 
* the Dead, and the wonderful Things done 
* by the Apoſtles in Confirmation of Chriſti- 
* anity, fully prove That is the Doctrine of 
* God, I ſhould think myſelf bound to re- 
“ ceive it as ſuch; and thus I muſt think, as 
< long as the above-mention'd Arguments to 
< prove it abide in their full Strength, and all 
*« Attempts to ſhew their Weaknels are vain, 


To which I anſwer, 

I. That if there can be ſuch a Thing as a 
Propoſition proved, that may be liable to an 
Objection [1 leave out, brought againſt it by 
a learned and ſubtle Adverſary, as a Thing 
wholly impertinent. For would it, for Ex- 
ample, alter the Nature of Mr. Green's Ob- 
jections to what you think proved, to ſay 


they 
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they were brought by a learned and ſubtle 
Adverſary? Does Learning and Subtlety in 
an Objector, make his Objections bad? Or 
Want of Learning and Subtlety make his Ob- 
jections good?) that cannot be an ſiber' d, there 
is then a Demonſtration of both Sides, and 
thorough Scepticiſm introduced. There would 
then be no more Reaſon, to ſuppoſe the Truth 
lay in the Propoſition proved, than in the n- 
anſwerable Objection; and conſequently there 
would be no Reaſon for any Aſſent at all. 

II. Secondly, there can be no ſuch Thing, 
as a Propoſition proved, to which an unanfwer- 
able Obfection lies; nor can there be an un- 
anſwerable Objection to a Propoſition, that 
does not deſtroy that Propoſition. 

III. All Defenders of Truth are not only 
obliged to produce Arguments for their Opi- 
nions, but to ſhew their Conſiſtency with 
other Truths, by anſwering all Objections; 
and if once Men own they cannot anfwer 
Objefions to their Opinions, they implicitly 
give up their Opinions. It argues the utmoſt 
Weakneſs of a Cauſe, for its Advocates to ſay 
that they cannot anſwer their Adverſaries Ob- 
jections. | | 

IV. But, fourthly, the Caſe, for the Sake 
of which this Notion, which is ſo abſurd 
and ſceptical, and betrays the Cauſe it is de- 
ſign'd to advance; the Ca/#, I fay, will, when 
confider'd, clearly determine the Point againſt 
him. For the Matters ſuppoſed to be proved, 
or fully proved, are, that they, who do Mi- 
racles, fully prove the Truth of the Doctrines 

TE A + they 
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they deliver; and particularly, that they do 
by their Miracles prove that they muſt in- 
ter pret the Old Teſtament according to its 
literal Senſe. Now the Objection, which is 
ſuppoſed to be unanſwerable, is; that the 
Words of the Old Teſtament, cited in the 
New, have viſibly not that Meaning, ( lite- 
rally) which the Apoſtles aſcribe to them. 
Now, in this Ca/e, the Obection deſtroys the 
full Proof. For the full Progf, firſt, wholly 
depends on a Matter that is but merely pro- 
bable, which 1s, that the Apoſtles intended to 
apply the Paſſages they cite out of the Old 
Teſtament in their Iiteral Senſe; for it is 
affirm'd by all Divines, that the Apoſtles do 
not always intend to apply all the Paſſages 
they cite in their /zteral Senſe ; and by moſt 
Divines, that the Propheſy of the Virgin, 
which is the particular Propheſy in Queſtion, 
was not intended to be literally applied by St. 
MaTTHEw; and, ſecondly, the full Proof 
itſelf conſiſts only of probable Mediums, ſuch 


] 
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as the Proof of extraordinary Fats done, d. 
and that thoſe extraordinary Fadts done are 0 
Proofs of the Truth of a Doctrine, and par- h 
_ ticularly Prosfs, that the Doers of them muſt aw 


interpret the Old Teſtament according to its 
literal Senje, when they cite and argue from 
1 

Hut the Ohection, which conſiſts in ſetting 
forth the literal Senſe of the Old Teſtament 
in ſuch Manner as is allow'd to be wnanſwer- 
able, is a Demonſtration, and ought to carry 
it againſt the ſeveral precarious and probable 
d Matters, 
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Matters, which are implied in, and make up 
the full Prof; and conſequently, the ſup- 
poſed full Prof is no Prof at all. 

However, after this Preliminary, which Mr. 
GREEN thinks ſufficient of itſelf to confute 
you, and to prove the true literal Senſe of the 
Prophejies, cited out of the Old in the New 
Teſtament, he proceeds to the Conſideration 
of thoſe five produced by you ; and begins 
with the famous one of IS AITIA R, of the 
Virgin's conceiving, cited in the firſt Chapter 
of St. MaATTHtw, which he endeavours to 
ſhew does not concern a Virgin or young 


Woman in the Time of An az, but concerns 


the Virgin Mary's Conception of JESUS 
CHRIST, and is fo apply'd by St. MATTHEW. 
This Propheſy I ſhall therefore here conſider, 


by making certain Obſervations on what he 


ſays, which will confirm the Interpretation 


given by you of that Propheſy, which is the 
moſt common Interpretation, and particularly 
the Interpretation of the great GRoT1us, and 
deſtroy That given by Mr. GREEN. I WII 
only obſerve, that Mr. GRYHEN pretends, in 
his Expoſition of the ſaid Propheſy, to (7) 
walk in an unbeaten Path, which is, I think, 
a Conceſſion to the Force of your Ovjeon ; 
ſhews the Streights, to which he muſt think 
the Cauſe reduces him; and ſhews his Ex- 
poſition cannot be juſt ; which, if it had been 
a probable or poſſible one, could not have 
eſcaped the Interpreters for ſo many Centuries, 
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(n) Letters, p. 84. 
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who, it is known, have on this, as well as 
on all other Occaſions, uſed all the Shifts, 
which Wit, Learning, and Penetration could 
furniſh them with, or that Zeal and Ignorance 
could tempt them to uſe. He adds, that if 
his Senſe of the Place ſhould have ſuch Ob- 
jections raiſed againſt it, as he may not be able 
to anſwer, ſome other Senſe may be found out to 
juſtify St. Matthew's Application of this Pro- 
pbeſy. This implies a Diſtruſt, at leaſt, of his 
own Explication, if it does not imply Guilt in 
propoſing it. It alſo implies him to be a mere 
Advocate, and to make Uſe of any Shifts, 
without Regard to the Evidence of Things for 
1700 Years paſt, to ſuppoſe a Sex/e may yet 
be found out to ſerve his Parpoſe; and it 
makes his Adverſaries in Poſſeſſion of ſeeming 
Truth, as Things have always ſtood, and ſtand 
at preſent. | 
I. He begins with urging the (o) Authority 
of St. MaTTHEw, whoſe Interpretation, he 
ſays, is contrary to yours. 

1. But, firſt, he ought to know ; that 
GRroTius, HamMonD, and the Generality 
of Interpreters underſtand, as you do, St. 
MATTHEW to apply this Propheſy typically; 
that other learned Men of late ſuppoſe, that 
St. MaTTHEw only accommodates the Words 
of Is AI An to his Purpoſe ; and that he him- 
ſelf confounds all Manner of Certainty in Reſ- 
pect to St. MaTTHEw's Intention of a literal 
Interpretation of Isa1Aan, as propheſying of 


2 
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the Birth of the Meſiah, by an Obſervation 
he makes elſewhere, when he ſays, (y) the 
Queſtion is, what is meant by being fulfill'd ? 
We talk, its true, of fulfilling Propheſies; but 
may not other Things, other Words, other Paſ- 
ſages of the Old Teſtament be ſaid to be fulfill'd, 
beſides the Prophefies or Predictions of future 
Events? For by thus ſuppoſing the Words, 
that it might be fulfill d, (uſed in St. Mar- 
THEW on the citing of Isa1au) have no 
Relation to a Propheſy, he ſubverts the com- 
mon Senſe of a Phraſe, which alone or chiefly | 
determines St. MaTTHEw to intend the Ac- 
compliſhment of a Propheſy. He therefore 
begs the Queſtion, in ſuppoſing the Authority 
of St. MATTHEW againſt you, and might as 
well urge his Authority againſt thoſe Divines, 
who interpret St. MATTHEw difterently from 
bim, as you do; and he ſeems to begin, after 
this Manner, merely to throw St. MaTTHEw 
at you; who may juſt in the ſame Manner 
be thrown at him. For I might urge the Au- 
thority of St. MaTTHEw's Application of 
the ſaid Paſſage of Isa1an (either in the Way 
of Type or Accommodation) as of Weight a- 
gainſt his Expoſition, or his Walk in an un- 
beaten Path. 

2. But, ſecondly, what is St. MaTTnew's 
Authority to the Point in Diſpute, according 
to his Way of arguing with you? He ſu 
poſes your Deſign was to ſhew, that the 
Apoſtles Application of the Propheſies of the 
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Old Teſtament was not juſt and pertinent, 
and that That is your Meaning, when you 


aſſert their Applications of Propheſies not to be 
according to the literal Senſe they bear in their 
Places in the Old Teſtament. To what Pur- 
poſe then is it to quote St. MATH W's Au- 
thority againſt you, when according to you, as 


he thinks fit to underſtand you, your Objection 
or Notion ſuppoſes St. MaTTHEw to be 


againſt you? Whercin lies the Force of an 
Authority of one againſt you, when your 
Deſign is to attack or confute the Perſon, 
whoſe Authority he cites? 

II. He fays, that King An az (4) reifen 
the gracious Offer of a Sign from Is ALA, 
(to convince him that he, the ſaid Isa1an, 


came with a Meſſage from the Lord to aſſure 


him, that the Kings of Syria and 1/rae!, who 
had invaded Judea, and ſtruck An AZ and 


his People with the utmoſt Conſternation, 


ſhould not ſucceed in their Defign, ) he /ees 10 
Reaſon to think that any Sign was intended to 
be given to AH AZ. 

But methinks the expreſs Aſſurance in the 
Text that Isai1an did give An Az a Sign, 
ſhould be a ſufficient Proof that he did fo, 
tho' Mr. GREEN can ſee no Reaſon for it. For 


the Text expreſſy ſays, upon An az's refuſing a 


Sign, the Lord ſhall give you a Sign, behold 
a Virgin ſhall conceive, &c. 


But he endeavours at a Reaſon, to ſhew 
that no Sign was given Au Az. This Reaſon 


9) Letters, p. Ga. 
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had need be a very plain and good one; when 
the Text ſays the Lord ſhall give you a Sign; 
when the Text names the Sign, behold a 
Virgin, &c. which was to be a Sign of the 
Accompliſhment of the Matter promiſed by 
the Prophet; and when that Sign is afterwards 
related as actually preceding the faid Accom- 
pliſhment. And this Reaſon ought to ariſe 
from the Context, which, as it ſeems, is as 
expreſs and plain, that God did give Anaz 


a Sign, as is poſſible. But, inſtead of This, 
he argues againſt the Matter expreſly aſſerted 


by Isa1an, by ſaying, © he can fee no Rea- 
< ſon to think, that a Sign was intended to be 
given to Au AZ; 1. Becauſe he cannot fee 
that ſuch a Sign was likely to have an- 
* ſwer'd any good End; for there was no 
<*« Encouragement to hope, that An AZ (who 
< avas (Y) thorough-paced Unbeliever) would 


© have turn'd his Eyes to any Sign that might 


© have been given him; or have ſpent one 
* Thought about it. 2. Becauſe if God had 
„ been reſolved, however An Az carried it, 
* to have given him a Sign to aſſure him 
that his Enemies ſhould not prevail againſt 
© him, he would have done it at the firſt. And 
* it ſeems ſuch an odd Method of proceeding, 
6 firſt, to make the Perſon the Offer of a 
Thing, and then after he, from a vile Princi- 
ple, has refuſed it, to force it upon him, 
* that he cannot think the wife God acted in 
this Manner in the Caſe before us.” 
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Theſe Reaſons, I think, need no Anſwer, 
as being grounded on theſe Suppoſitions ; that 
Mr. GREEN is fully acquainted with the Will 
of God, and his Intentions; and that his Con- 
ceptions in a Matter, about which he cannot 
but be much in the Dark, muſt be the Rule 
of God's doing or forbearing an Action, and 
This againſt an expreſs Aſſurance, that God 
did do ſo. 

This Way of Interpretation lays the Bible 
open to all the contradictory and fooliſh Mean- 
ings, which ignorant, weak, enthuſiaſtick, or 
deſigning Men can, from their weak Schemes 
of Things, put upon it. And I do not ſee, 
that Mr. GREEN makes any other Uſe of the 
Bible, but under the mere Pretence of its Au- 
thority to vent his own Whimſies, and make 
them, and not the Context, the Rule of In- 
terpretation, and That in Oppoſition to the 
moſt expreſs and plain Meaning thereof. I 
enter not into a Vindication of God's Conduct, 
in promiſing and giving a Sign to An AZ upon 
Anaz's refuſing a Sign, againſt Mr. GREEN's 
Attacks upon it, as odd and unbecoming his 
Wiſdom. No intelligent Reader can want That, 
from the Circumſtances ariſing from the Mat- 
ter, as related in Is ALA, nor from an hundred 
Suppoſitions, which every intelligent Man may 
make in Favour of what God is actually ſaid 
to do, nor from that Modeſty and Humility, 
which every Man has in Proportion to his 
Knowledge. It is ſufficient to ſay, that the 
manifeſt Senſe of the Text, however odd to 
Mr. GREEN, is againſt him, and that his 

1 De Reaſoning 


yp is. RR oo 4 — _ 


[ 45 ] 
Reaſoning to fix his Senſe on the Text is 
wholly remote and impertinent in the Caſe. 
His third Reaſon is an Argument taken from 
the Context. It is certain, /ays he, (s) that 


cc 


the Judgments, that are threaten'd in the 
ſme Breath, with which this Propheſy is 
deliver'd, plainly ſhew that God then had 
no Deſign to comfort Anu AZ and his People, 
in aſſuring them, by a Sign, that the Pro- 
jets of their Enemies ſhould in a little 
Time be confounded. They: are indeed 
aſſured of This, but as there is no Sign to 
gain Credit to the Aſſurance of it; ſo if 
you do not interpret the Propheſy we are 
conſidering in the Senſe, in which St. Mar- 
THEW underſtood it, (That is, according 
to Mr. GREEN, as literally relating to the 
Virgin Mary's Conception of the Meſſab,) 
e this Aſſurance could do nothing at all for 
their Comfort.” He adds, © It is ſaid in- 
deed, before the Child (the Prophet point- 
ing, we may think, to SHEARJASHUB in 
his Hand) ſhall know to refuſe the Evil and 
chuſe the Good, the Land ſhall be forſaken 
of both her Kings. But what Comfort could 
This be to Anaz and his People, (unleſs 
the Paſſage under our Conſideration has an- 
other Senſe than That you put upon it) when 
the next Words are, the Lord ſhall bring upon 
thee and thy Father's Houſe Days, that have 
not come, from the Day that Ephraim de- 
* parted from Judah, even the King of 

Aſſyria! And when in the reſt of the Chap- 
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* ter a depopulating of their Country is re- 
“ preſented as a Conſequence of This.” 

In Anſwer to theſe Suggeſtions, which have 
not the Colour of Argument, and are nothing 
but Aſſertions againſt Fact, I obſerve, that 
God had a Deſign to comfort An az and his 
People, who were under the greateſt Conſter- 
nation on the Invaſion of the Kings of Syria 
and T/rael, and particularly by a Sign to aſſure 
them that the Deſign of the two Kings ſhould 
come to nothing. 

For, upon the Invaſion of the Kings of 
Syria and Iſrael, the (s) Prophet was ſent 
by God, and order'd to take SHEARJASHUB 
his Son with him to An Az, whoſe Heart was 
moved at it, as well as the Hearts of his Peo- 
ple, as the Trees of” the Wood are moved with 
the Wind, and jay unto him, fear not, neither 
be faint-hearted, for the Deſign of theſe Kings 
ſhall not ſtand, nor ſhall it come to paſs. But 
Abaz not giving Credit to the Prophet, the 
Prophet ſpeaks again to Ahaz, ſaying, ask me 
a Sign, to ſhew that I come to you from God 
with a Meſlage of Comfort. And upon Ay az's 
refuſing a Sign, the Prophet ſays, (tho' you 
refuſe a Sign,) the Lord ſhall give you a Sign; 
bebold a Virgin fhall concerve and bear a Son, 
and fhall call his Name IMMANUEL. Butter 
and Honey ſhall he eat, that he may know to 
refuſe the Evil, and chuſe the Good. For be- 
fore the Child, That is, the Child to be born, 


6 


(s) La. vii. 
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ſhall know to refuſe the Evil and chuſe the 
Good, the Land ſhall be forſaken of both her 
Kings. And this plain Account is farther con- 
fins din J1/aiah, as it was alſo by the Event. 
For the Prophet (F) ro faithful Witneſſes, 
and went unto the Propheteſs, ( a young Wo- 
man, or Virgin, whom he took to Wife on 
this Occafion,) and ſhe conceived and hare a 
Son, who by the Order of God was alſo to be 
call'd MAn ER-SHALAL-HASH-BAZ, For be- 
fore the Child ſball have Knowledge to cry my 
Father and my Mother, the Riches of Damaſcus 
and the Spoil of Samaria ſhall be taken away be- 
fore the King of Aſſyria. Which is exactly of 
the ſame Import with the Promiſe above cited, 
that before the Child know to refuſe the Evil 
and chuſe the Good, the Land, viz. of Syria 
and 1/rael, ſhall be forſaken of both her = 
So that it is manifeſt ; that God had a Deſign 
to comfort An Az and bis People; that he 4 
ſured them the Deſign of the two Kings ſhould 
not ſucceed; (Which of itſelf was Comfort) 
that he did give them a Sign thereof, vig. a 
young Woman's concetuing a Sen; that that 
Sign, as being immediate and preſent, and a 
_ viſible Sign, was ſuited to the preſent Occaſion 
of their Fears; that the Event, as related in 
TIsA1An, confirms this Matter ; that the Event 
of the Meſfiah, a Matter to happen ſeven or 
eight hundred Years after, has no Relation to 
their - preſent Fears; (to fay nothing here, that 
it does not in the leaſt appear from Isa1an, 


() Ia. viii. 


— 
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or from any of the Books of the Prophets, 
that the Jews had at this Time any Notion of 
the Meſſiah) and that the Child, who was to 
refuſe the Evil and chuſje the Good, before the 
Land was to be forſaken of both her Kings, 
was not, and could not be SHEARJAasHuR; 
who, firſt, does not appear to accompany his 
Father on this Occaſion, and who, if he did 
accompany his Father, is excluded, from be- 
ing the Child meant, in the plaineſt Manner. 
For the Words of the Prophet are, behold a 
Virgin ſhall concei ve and bare a Son, and be- 
fore the Child (That is, the Child to be born 
of the Virgin, according to the immediate pre- 
ceding Relative, there being not the leaſt 
Ground to correct the Prophet Is a1anmn's 
Grammar and Context by a mere imaginary 
Suppoſition of Isa1Aan's leaving ſo important 
a Matter, as the pointing tOSHEARJASHUB, to 
be found out by Conjecture, in Oppoſition to 
the plain grammatical Senſe, and That a Sup- 
poſition, of ſuch a Nature, as, if allow'd and 
applied, whenever Men have Purpoſes to ſerve, 
will confound the Senſe of any Book what- 
ſoever,) ſhall know to refuſe the Evil and chuſe 
the Good, the Land ſhall be forſaken of both her 
Kings. Nor does the Threat contain'd in the 
Words immediately following the Affair of the 
Promiſe of a Conception of the Virgin and the 
Aſſurance ofthe unſucceſsful Deſigns of the two 
Kings, at all contradict the Comfort promiſed 
in the Matter of the two Kings, ,which was 
That, which then moved the Heart of An az, 
and the Hearts of bis People, as the Trees of the 

Wood 
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Wood were moved with the Wind. It is very 
conſiſtent for God to give Men Comfort, as to 
one particular Evil, about which they have 
preſent Apprehenſions, and yet to threaten 
them with another Evil; and Mr. GREEN“'s 


ſuppoſed Contradiction ſeems a moſt ſlight Ob- 


ſervation to ſet aſide the plain and obvious Senſe 
of the Prophet. Mr. GREEN adds, to ſupport 
what he has ſaid, © that () it may caſt ſome 
e farther Light upon this Propheſy, as well 
as confirm what he has above obſerved, to 
add, that if God meant to have given AnAaz 


cc 
cc 
cc 


to aſſure them that their Enemies ſhould in a 


little Time be confounded, a Virgin's (or a 
young Woman's) conceiving and bearing a 
Son would by no Means anſwer his End; 
becauſe there was nothing extraordinary in 
it. For what Miracle is This, a young Mo- 
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natural Way? Marvellous, adds he, in the 
Way of Ridicule, 7s this Work, the Concep- 
tion and bearing a Child!” And he obſerves, 
that This is a Matter, wherein Men may (x) 
gueſs right. To which it is ſufficient to ſay, 


that This is arguing againſt, and ridiculing the 


Word of God, and That alſo by falſifying it, 
when he ſays, marvellous is this Work, the 
Conception and bearing a CHILD! when the 
Word of God ſays a Sen; and that it would 
have been more juſt in itſelf, and more be- 


Coming a Regard to the Bible, to take the 
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% Letters, p. 69. . i. 
Fact, 


and his People a Sign for their Comfort, and 


man's conceiving and bearing a Son, in the 
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Fact, as there related, and to obſerve upon it, 
that no one could tell with Certainty, except 
miraculouſly, firſt, that a young Woman or 
Virgin ſhould in a ſhort Time conceive a 
Child ; and ſecondly, that that Child ſhould 
be a Male, and live a certain Time. The 
Text of the Bible is to be taken, as we find it, 
and to be accounted for as it is, when there is 
no various Reading, or Pretence for Cor- 
ruption or Interpolation. Otherwiſe, we make 
a mere Noſe of Wax of it, and ſubject it to 
our Whimſies, Ignorance, Enthufiaſms, and 
Intereſt. 

He adds, by Way of farther Attack on this 
ſuppoſed Sign, that it was (y) not ſuited to the 
Circumſtances, that An Az and his People were 
in, whole Fears and Diſtreſs were preſent and 
immediate ; and he attacks it for its Impro- 
priety, as you do the Interpretation of it, as a 
Sign to happen eight hundred Years after. As 
if a Sign, given to fall out within a Year's 
Time, of Relief to happen ſoon after to the 
People, to whom the Sign was given, was 
not ſuited to the preſent Circumſtances of thoſe 
People! and as if ſuch a Sign was to be pa- 
rallell'd with a Sign, which has no Relation 
to the preſent Diſtreſs, and is not to take Ef- 
fect till eight hundred Years after the Genera- 
tion, to whom 1t was given, 1s dead ! 

III. Mr: GREEN having, as he thinks, 
proved that the Propheſy cannot relate to a 
young Woman in the Days of Au Az, proceeds 
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upon that Foundation, in the next Place, to 
ſhew that it relates to the (z) Virgin MARY 
and the Birth of Jxsus. | 

That Foundation I have deſtroy'd already, 
by ſhewing that it wholly conſiſts in inter- 
preting away the plain Text, by mere Chime- 
ras, all inconſiſtent with the expreſs Letter 
thereof. I have therefore nothing to do, but 
to conſider merely the additional Arguments 
here, which he urges to ſhew it relates to the 
Virgin MARy and the Birth of Jesvus. 
He (a) ſays, © every Circumſtance, apply'd 


cc 


cc 


pheſy. For Mary was a pure Virgin, (b) 
knew not a Man; and the only Perſon we 
KNOW of, who conceived in ſuch Circum- 
ſtances. And as JEsus only was born of a 
Virgin, fo he ALONE could properly be 
call'd IMMANUEL, God with us. And of 
him oN it could ſtrictly be ſaid, (c) the 
Government ſhall be upon his Shoulder, and 
* his Name ſhall be calld Wonderful, Coun- 
* ſeller, the mighty God, the everlaſting Fa- 
% ther, the Prince of Peace, of the Increaſe 
* of his Government and Peace there ſhall 
* be no End, &c. Which are Things evidently 
* too high for Man ER-SHALAL-HASH=BAS, 
HEZzEK1An, or any other Perſon in that 
r 

Theſe are all the Cireumſeances he urges to 
prove, that every Circumſtance literally agrees 
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with the Propheſy. Whereas, he ſhould have 
produced the whole Propheſy, and ſhew'd the 
literal Agreement in every Circumſtance. But 
as the whole Propheſy diſagrees literally in 
every Circumſtance, ſo he enters not into a 
juſt and proper Compariſon, and confines him- 
ſelf to what ſeems to have a Shadow of literal 
Agreement; I ſay, to what ſeems to have a 
Shadow of literal e for the Circum- 
ſances he produces have no real Iiteral Agree- 
ment. 

1. For Mary's being a pure Virgin, and 
conceiving in thoſe Circumſtances, has no lite- 
ral Agreement with Is AIAuH, who ſpeaks only 
of a young Woman, (as appears both by the 
Context in Isa1an, and by the Uſe of the 


original Word, Almah, throughout the Old 


Teſtament) who is to concerve, and That with- 
out the leaſt Intimation of any miraculous or 
even remote Conception, but on the contrary 
who was immediately to concezve, in order to 
be a Sign to An Az and his People, and who 
did, naturally, concei ve a Son, as it is related in 
IsAIAH. And the Miracle itſelf of a pure 
Virgin's conceiving is well known (tho Mr. 
GREEN profeſſes to know nothing of the Mat- 
ter) to have been very frequent ; as is ſhewn 
by the learned (d) Hut T1vs, who gives divers 
Inſtances thereof, among the Pagans, to make 
it credible that the Virgin Mary might con- 
ceive without the Intervention of Man. 


(4) Huetii Alnetanæ Queſt. l. 11. c. xv. 
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Let me add, that the Jews, (tho' they 
never pretended to found their Doctrine (e of 
a Meſſiah on a literal, but only on the alle- 
gorical Senſe of the Old Teſtament,) never ( 
ſo much as refer'd this Paſſage of ISAIAH to 
the Meſſiahb. And Dr. SHERLoOCK's (g/ Ob- 
ſervation ſeems perfectly juſt, when he ſays, 
* that probably the Propheſy, 4 Virgin ſhall 
* concerve a Son, was not underſtood by the 
* antient Jews as importing a miraculous 
Conception; and that common Senſe led 
e every Man to underſtand it in a Senſe agree- 
* able to Nature and Experience.” 

Let me add alſo an Obſervation for you, 
againſt other Adverſaries, that a pure Virgin's 
conceiving could of itſelf be no Sign at all to 
the Jus, becauſe no Body can tell, but the 
Virgin herſelf, whether the conceives miracu- 
louſly or no. And therefore the Sign in 
Isa1i1Aan mult lie in the Conception of a young 
Woman or Virgin naturally, which is a viſible, 
manifeſt, ſenſible Sign; and not in the Con- 
ception of a pure Virgin, which, being an in- 
vi ſible Sign, is no Sign at all. 

2. As to his Aſſertion, that Iꝝsus alone could 
properly be call IMMANUEL, God with us, 
I anſwer that Iꝝsus could not ne be properly 
calld IMMANUEL ; becauſe that Name was 
given by God to IsATAu's Son; to whom 
% GRoT1vs obſerves it was applicable by his 
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being God's Sign to the Jews of his Aſſiſtance 
to ! in their Diſtreſs. And if it ſignify'd in 
Isa1an, only, (That is, properly) a Sign of 
God's Afftance, it did not ſignify, properly, 
only the Buth and Preſence of God himſelf; 
whom the Jews never ſuſpected was to be 
born of a Women, and could not therefore 
think to be properly ſignify'd by the Word 
IMMANUEL in that Place. It is the common 
Fewiſh Way of Speech to give divine Names 
to Things, and Places, on Account of Things 
done or to be done. 

. As to the third Circumſtance founded on 
the Agreement of JEsUs with the Character 
given of a Perſon in another Place of Isa1an, 
what is That to the Pr opheſy before us? How 
does an Agreement to another Place in IsA1Aan 
ſhew an Agreement here? There is not one 
Word in the Context, where the ſaid Paſlage 
ſtands, to refer it to the Child of the young 
Women in the Propheſy before us. And it is 
therefore needleſs to make a juſt Tranſlation of 
the Paſſage here, and ſhew that it relates to 
HEezECH1AH, e Tr ecially after the Performances 
of GRoT1Us, and our moſt ingenious Com- 
mentator Wuitz. 

Under this Head of ſhewing an Agreement 
between MaRy's Conception in MATTHEW, 
and the Birth of a Son in Isaran, he makes 
an Objection to himſelf from the Prophely i in 
theſe Words. © There is, ſays he, one Diffi- 
ce culty in my Fxpoſition, which I muſt ac- 
«© count for. If 7s expreſly ſaid; the Lord himſelf 
« ſhall give you a Sign; aud what was this 


Sign, 
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* Sign, if nit the Virgin's Conception and 


c 


A 


bearins a Son? For it inmediately follows, 
behold a Virgin ſhall conceive, Cc. and of 
what could This be a Sign, if not of the con- 
founding the Enemies of Jadih? Yet howw 
could a Virgin's Conception ond bearing a 
Son, above ſeven hundred Years after, be any 
*« Sign to the Jews, who lived in the Time of 
"AKAY” 
This, which he calls a Drficulry, is the 
manifeſt Senſe of the Place, and utterly ſub- 
verts his pretended Senſe thereof ; and nothing 
can be more abſurd than his Conduct, firſt, to 
coin a Senſe of I6a1an, founded on Chimera 
and Inconſiſtencies with Isa1ian, and chen to 
conſider the real, manifeſt, and obvious Senſe 
only as a mere Dzfficulty ; which as he has 
taught us, in the Beginning of this Article, 
has no Weight, though it canmot be anſtver d, 
in Oppoſition to what is filly proved, as he 
will ſuppoſe every Thing to be, Which he ad- 
vances, how weak ſoever it be. This is a 
moſt - noble Circle of Diſputation, and the 
weak Scheme, into which the Deſperateneſs 
of their Cauſe has reduced him and ſome 


c 


A 


« 


Lad 


c 


* 


c 


AR 


c 


* 


Others, who ſee but little before them. 


But let us conſider how he gets rid of the 
Dificulty, and how he thews that the maniteſt 
Senſe of the Place contain'd in the faid DAA. 
culty is not the Senſe of the Place, He ſays, 
* we may conſider the fourtecnth, fifteenth, 
and fixteenth Verſcs ( therefore the Lord 
« himſelf ſhall give a Sign; behold a Virgin 
* ſhall conceive, and bear a Son, and ſhe fhall 


* 2 call 
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call his Name IM MANUEL; Butter and 
Honey ſhall he eat, that he may know to re- 
* fuſe the Evil, and < 1% the Good. For be- 
* fore the Child ſhall know to refuſe the Evil, 
and chuje the Good, the Land that thou ab- 
** horreſt ſpall be forſaken of both her Kings) 
as containing two diſtinct Predictions; firſt, 
that a Virgin ſhall conceive and bear a Son, 
* &c. ſecondly, that the Land of the Enemies 
of Fudab ſhould be forfaken of her Kings, 
before SHEARJASHUB ſhould know to re- 
* fuſe the Evil, and chuſe the Good; and one 
« of theſe Predictions is certainly made a Sign 
«© of the other, and was to be fulfill'd in Token 
„that the other ſhould alſo come to pals in 
its Scafon. Now, the Queition is, which 
aof thele Predictions is the Sign of the Ac- 
« compliſhment of the other, You ſuppoſe 
that the Virgin's conceiving and bearing a 
** Son is the Sign of the Land's being forſaken 
of both her Kings within ſuch a Time ; but 
ſince I have evidently ſhewn the Abſurdity 
of this Suppoſition, I may reaſonably con- 
clude, that That, which you look upon as 
the Sign, is in Res ility the Prediction to be 
« confirmed by the Sign; and that God, by 
*© the Prophet, does here aſſure the Houſe of 
) David, that a Virgin ſhould conceive 
and bear a Son, who ſhould be an Iu- 
MANUEL, GoD aoith ws, the promiſed Me- 
« fab. And fince many among them were 


ſtaggering through Unbelicf at the Promiſe 


cc 


5 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


A 
* 


Fe 
of. 


( 57 ] 
4 of God, that the M. ah ſhould he born to 
he Houſe 97 Davib, then in ſuch melan- 
** choly Circumſtances; and fince %s was a 
Matter they had never heard of before, and 
yet more incredible, hat be fhould be born of 


Virgin, God Kkindty tells them, that 7775 
* ſhould be the Sign 2 his making g good this 
** gracious Promiſe, or glorious Pr: opheſy, the 
Land of their Enemies W oula be forſaken of 
& both her Kings before SUEARJaAsnus, to 
*to whom we may ſuppoſe the Prophet 
pointed, ſhould know to refuſe the IE 8 and 

* chuſe ih e Good, though he ſhould eat 1 Butter 

* and Honey, ave Plenty of Food ſuitable to 
« Men of his Age) that he might be in a 
© Capacity of doing it as ſoon as poſſible And 
thus we have a Sign, according to your De- 
„ fire, ſcon coming to paſs, of a Thing to be 

« perform'd alive ſeven hundred Years to 
come. | 

In anſwer to thoſe Parts of This not before 
confider'd, I ſay, 

1. That, inſtead ofanſwering the Difculty, 
he does nothing but endeavour to e 
the Order of the Senſe and Words of Isaran. 
| The Difficulty . e ſaid, the 


Lord himſelf ſhall give 0 £127; ond what 


« was this Sign, if not the Virgin's concei ving 
« and bearing a Son? For imme ediately follows, 

„ behold a Virgin (hall 92 5 Fe. and of 
« what could Nis be a Sign, if not of the 
e confounding the Enemies of "Judah? Yet how 
« could a Virgin's conceiving and bearing a 
8 Son, above ſeven hundred Years after, be any 
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« Sign to the Jews, who lived in the Time of 
* HAZ. 

And he anſwers by ſaving, that the Sign is 
not the Conception of the Virgin, but the De- 
ſt: uction of the Defign of the two Kings, which 
was to be a Sign ot the Virgin's Conception ſeven 
hundred Years after. Wucrein he expreſly af- 
firms the contrary to wit is exprefly ſaid by 
Isa1Aan ; who, pur ſuant to the Deſign of his 
Commiſſion, Ei vas to aſſure AH AZ by a 
Sign that his Enemies ſkould not ſucceed a- 
gainſt him, mal... the YVirgin's Conception to be 
the Sign of his Succeis againſt the two Kings; 
and wherein he advances a Scheme wholly 
remote from the ſubject Matter. For vchat can 
be more remote than This; the Prophet ſays to 
Anh Az, © You, An Az, are afraid of your 
Enemies, but they ſhall not ſucceed; and 
ce J will prove it to you by a Sign.“ And up- 
on An Az's reſuſing a Sign, the Prophet ſays, 
« you ſhall have @ Sign; beheld a Virgin ſhall 
* conceive, E&c.” meaning, according to Mr. 
GREEN, by thoſe Words behold a Virgin 
ſhall conceive, &c. no Sign at all, but making 
that Conception, which is a Matter wholly 
foreign to the Affair of Succeſs againſt the two 
Kings, to be the Thing ſignify'd, and the Suc- 
ceſs agamſt the two Kings, which was viſibly 
the Thing to be ſignify'd, the Sign of an Event 
(not at all pertinent to the Matter) to happen 
{even hundred Years after? 

This is manifeſtly to make the Prophet not 
talk ad idem, and to be guilty of the greateſt 
Incoherence and Rhapſody imaginable, and 


That 
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That in Oppoſition to the plaineſt, moſt na- 
tural and moſt coherent, and moſt reaſonable 
Senſe imaginable. 

And as this Interpretation of Mr. GREEN 
is to the laſt Degree inconſiſtent wich the Text, 
and perfectly wild and enchuſiaſtick; fo che 
Steps, by Which he would int: oduce it, are 
falſe in theinſelves, and entirely without Foun- 
dation. 

1. Firſt, there is no Colour to make Sx a r- 
JASHUB the Child in Queſtion, but the con- 
trary, as has been ſhewn already. 

2. Secondly, it is an expreßs Contradiction 
to the Text, to ſay the Vi giu's Conception aud 
bearing a 805 is not the Sign given by a 
Prophet, as J have before ſhewn. It is alſo, 

I conceive, a Contradiction to all other 5 
terpreters, who tho they interpret the Viigin 
to mean the Fi „gin MARY, yet ſtill, in Con- 
formity with the expreis Words of [jarah, 
continue to make the Virgin the Sign of an 
intended Event. 
. Thirdly, to talk of the Jes Hraggering 7 
thro Unbelief at the Promiſe, that the Meſſiah 
ſhould be born of the Houſe of David in the 
_ preſent Circumſtances, and to build on that 
Notion, and to comment on the Text as fup- 
poling it, when there 1s fo far from being a 
Word about ſuch Staggering in the Ma 1tter of 
the 1M: leſan, tnat there is hot a Word, that 
implys the leaſt Notion of a GTejron known 
to ihe Jews or to vg An him! N is in Re- 
ality to ay any Thing „F and invent: ny Thing to 
ſerve a Purpoſe, and implies a Liberty to con- 
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ſtrue a Book to any Purpoſe whatſoever, in 
Oppoſition to the plaineſt and moſt obvious 
Senſe, 

So that his very Foundation, viz. that Suc- 
ceſs againſt the two Kings was a Sign of the 
Meſjah, has nothing to ſupport it, but his mere 
Imagination ; and it 1s no [ec abſurd to intro- 
duce ſuch a Scheme, as the Event of a Meſſiah, 
than to pervert Is AĩAn, by making his Sign 
to be the Thing ſignify'd, and the Thing pro- 
poſed by him to be ſignify'd to be the Sign. 


And I conceive, it is not poſſible to conſider 


any Perſon making a more wild Interpretation 
of a Place, and under greater Diſtreſs to ac- 
ccunt for a Text before him, than Mr. Green; 
who cannot be allowd to make ſufficient 
Amends for his Conduct, by a Sort of Ingenuity 
at the Cloſe, when he ſuppoſes, that (4) yor, 
or others, may raiſe Objections to his Interpre- 
tation, which he may not be able to anſwer ; 
which Ingenuity he, at the ſame Time, moſt 
inconſiſtently gives up, by his daring to ſay, 
that his Senſe /eems to him the moſt natural 
Senſe of the Place; I ſay, daring lo ſay; for 


can any Thing be leſs modeſt, than to affirm 


That to be the nt natural Senſe of a Place, 
which is ſo manifeſtly repugnant to the Text, 
and which he himſelf gives us as wholly new, 
and which he ſays may have ObjeFions to it, 
which he may not be able to anſwer. 
You have in your Book cited many great 
Authorities for your Senſe of the Place. To 


(J) Letters, p. 85. 
theſe 
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theſe T could add many more; but I will con- 
tent myſelf with the great Archbiſhop T II- 
LOTSON ; obſerving, firſt, how proper it is to 
cite Authorities in the Caſe to one, who uſes 
an aſſuming and invidious Way of Controverſy, 
in pretending to vindicate St. MAT THIN Ww, 
and to throw him at you, when the Queſtion 
is, what St. MATTHEw means, and when 
the greateſt Divines underſtand St. M a T- 
HEW as you do. (J) It was foretold, ſays. 
T1iLLOTSON, that the Meffiah ſhould be born 
of a Virgin, Ja. vii. 14. which you ſee ac- 
cordingly fulfilled, Matt. i. That This is not the 
primary, but the myſtical Senſe of that Place 
in I8AIAH, I think may, without Prejudice, 
be granted to the Jews, who, in innumerable 
Places of the Old Teſtament, do, beſides the 
firſt and literal Senſe, allo of a myſtical one. 

To conclude this Article; can any one more 
expoſe St. MATTHEw and Chriſtianity to 
Contempt than Mr. Green has done; by ſup- 
poſing the Explication of a Propheſy of Isaran, 
that is neceſſary to defend St. MaTTHEw's 
Application, not Hit on before That given by 
him; and by introducing a new Expoſition of 
his own thereof, and That an Expoſition of 
ſuch a Nature as, if allow'd, will ſubject the 
Bible to any Meaning whatever, that the Weak 
or Crafty think fit to put upon it; and by 
ſuppoſing another Expoſition may be found out, 
in Caſe his will not /r the Turn? St. Mar- 
THEW has hereby a Defence made for hun, 
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which may be very remote and perhaps never 
come, or rather no Defence at all, and is left 
expoſed to an inſuperable Objection, or Ob- 
jection that cannot be anſwer'd, in order to 
avoid your myſtical Hypotheſis, if That may 
be called yours, which you maintain in com- 
mon with ſo many learned Divines. 


IV. 


Mr. Green in his fifth Letter propoſes to 
conſider the (% four otter Propheſics, cited 
in the New Teſtament, which you inſtanced 
in, as not Vilerally, but typically and myſti- 
cally apply'd in the New Teftament, and up- 
on them to /7y as little as may be. 

That little ] ſhall aniwer iu leſs Compaſs. 

I obſerve on the fir! of theſe Propheſies, 
out of Egypt have I call'd my Son; that he 
denies, both in Oppoſition to met Interpreters 
(and particularly to the learned Mr, James 
Prixcr, who on this Occaſion moſt ju- 
_ diciouſly ſays, that (7) © when a Text is cited 
« in the Manner This is, and it is faid ſuch a 
Thing was done, that it might be fulfilPd, 
« which was ſpoken, he always cſtecms the 
Paſſage cited to be a direct Propheſy of that 
particular Event, and that it belongs to that 
« Event”) and to St. MaTTutw himſelf, 

that (o) this Paſſage is not quoted as a Pre- 

dictiom of any future Event, J ſay, in Op- 
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(n) Letters, p. 86. (n) Paraphraſe on the Pnilippians, p. 
99. (0) Letters, p. 91. 
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poſition to St. MaTTH tw, who expreſly fays, 
CHRIST went into Egypt, that it might be 
fulfilPd, which was ſpoken of the Lord by the 
Prophet, jaying, out of Egypt have 1 calld my 
San; and that he perverts the Senſe of the 
plaineſt Expreſſion in the Caſe, when he ſays, 
that other Things, other Words, other Paſjages 
of the Old Teſtament may be ſaid to be fulfIPd, 
befedes the Propbeſies and Prediftions of future 
Events. So that he is ſo far from proving this 
Propheſy to be a literal Propheſy, that, in 
Oppoſition to the plaineſt Words of St. MaT- 
THEW, he denies it to be a Propheſy. 

As to the next Prophe/ſy cited, dig. Jrsus 
« dwelling at Nazareth, that it might be 
“ fulfill'd, which was ſpoken by the Pro- 
e phets, he ſhall be call'd Nazarene,” he (þ) 
freely exons, that none of the Prophets have ſo 
much as intimated, that the Meſſiah was: to 
dwell at Nazareth. And conſequently here 
is no Foundation for ſuppoſing a literal Ac- 
compliſhment of a Prophely. 

As to the Propheſy of Martacur, con- 
cerning the coming of EL1jJan, apply'd in the 
New Teſtament to Jou x the Papri/?, he (9) al- 
lows, that the Apoſtle quits the /7ter al Senſe 
of the Prophet, and has Recourſe to the my/ti- 
cal Senſs, which he ſays, you ought 20 ſhew 
is unnatural and avjurd. This is allo yield- 
ing up the Point to you, whoſe Buſineſs it 
was to ſhew' the Prophuiy not literally, but 
myſtically apply'd, without entering into the 


(p) Bid. p. 86. (7) Lid. p. 87, 88. 


Queſtion 
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Queſtion of the Ab/ardity and Unnaturalneſ; 
of myſtical Applications, which you are fo 
far from pretending to attack, that your Book 
ſuppoſes them to be the Proofs of the Truth 
of Chriſtianity. 

As to the /aft of the four, he (7) ſays, © he 
« may grant, that it is manifeſt, as you ſay, 
e that according to the literal Senſe, it relates 
&« 70 the obſtinate Jews in the Time of ISAIAU. 
But, adds he, what hinders that it may 
% not alſo relate, and in the fame Senſe, to 
e the obſtinate Jews, who lived in the Time 
e of Jesus.”” What þ/nders ſuch literal Ap- 
plication is, the Limitation of it, to be met 
with in the Prophet himſelf, to a Time to 
expire long before Jesus came into the World, 
as GRoT1vs underſtands the Place. And for 
your Interpretation of it, as not /iterally be- 
longing to the Jews in Jesvs's Time, take 
the Interpretation of Biſhop Kipper. He, 
in giving Inſtances of Accommodations uſed in 
the New Teſtament, (s) fays, © the Words 
e of IsATAH vi. 9. which were ſpoken to 
c thoſe of his own Time, are ſaid to be ful- 
ce fill'd in thoſe, who lived in our Savi9uz's 
Time and are accommodated to them.” 
There is but one Thing more to be con- 

ſider'd on the Head we are now upon, and That 
is, his Objection to you for arguing, from () 


five Inſtances of prophetick Citations made out 


of the Old in the New Teſtament, and apply'd, 
not literally but typically therein, that all the 


(7) Bid. p. 89. (5) Demonſt. of the Meſſiah. Vol. ii. p. 
216. (?) Letters, p. 94. &c. | 10 
other 
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other Citations are apply'd in the ſame Man- 
ner. I is, ſays he, no good arguing from Par- 

ticulars to Univerſals. But your Conduct, 
when juſtly repreſented, will vindicate itſelf 
and ſhew that Mr. Green underſtands not the 
true Notion of arguing in the Caſe. You do in- 
deed only give five 1n/tances of prophetick Ci- 
tations made out of the Old in the New 
Teſtament, as not LITERALLY but MYSTI- 
CALLY apply d; rightly judging it not proper 
to enter into the full and long Detail of all 
the prophetick Citations. But then you aflert, 
that you have conſider 'd the Reſt, and find 
them all apply'd in the ſame Manner. And 
This ſeems a right Method of proceeding ; 
and the true Anſwer to be given to it is, 
not by ſaying there is n arguing from Par- 
ticulars to Univerſals, but to name an Inſtance 
to you of a Prophely literally apply'd ; who 
deny there is any one ſuch; and who only 
give five Inſtances, as a Specimen, how the 
Apoitles apply the Propheſics; and who ſhould 
be ready to give an Anſwer to any Inſtance, 


that an Adverſary ſhould think fit to alledge. 
\ 


I now proceed to his Critique and Charge 
upon you, with Reſpect to your numerous 
Quotations of Authors. 

He fays, (7) it is a little odd, that when 
you admit of no Authority as facred, you ſhould 


(u) Letters, p. 25. 
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feem fo fond of ſupporting almoſt every Thing Ol 
you advance by ſome Writer or other of Note, a 
| and be ſometimes carried fo far by this Paſ- en 
| fron, as to apply his Words to a Purpoſe, that te 
| never enter'd into his Thoughts. If 


But why ſhould it ſeem odd for you to 

expreſs your Senſe in the Words of fome 4 

Writer of Note? Why may not you argue b 

3 ad Hoeminem ? Does not ſuch a Way of writing | 

roduce Attention to you, when, perhaps, 0 

otherwiſe there would be none? Does not the t 

fupporting your Notions by the Authority of 

Writers of Note juſtly obviate and prevent all 
znvidious Reflections and Terms of Reproach 
on Account of the ſaid Notions, which you 
aſſert in common with the moſt learned Di- 

vines? And is not Mr. Green's Diſlike to This, 
which is undoubtedly an innocent Thing, a 
Proof that he is concern'd you ſhould ap- 
pear to be in ſo good Company, as he pro- 
bably thinks the Authors, you cite, may be ? 
And why may not you quote STILLING- 
FLEET and other Authors, as well as Mr. 
Green ; who with more Juſtice may be faid 
to admit of no Authority as ſacred, than you; 
tor he, as I have obſerved, determines, from 
Schemes and Reaſonings of his own, what 
God ought to do, in order to ſettle a Senſe 
on the Bible, which he cannot make out 
from the Rules of Grammar and Criticiſm ; 
and you, in your Book, take every Thing 
for granted in the Bible, and propoſe to be 
determined by the Bible, underſtood according 
to the Rules of Grammar and Criticiſm, with- 
Out 


1671 
out advancing any Scheme of your own, as 
2 Rule, to ſettle the Senſe thereof. And who- 
ever will confute you muſt prove the Bible 
to be againſt you ; for to That you appeal. 
It is therefore abſurd in Dipputation, as well 
as malicious, to aſſert you ſihmit to no Au- 
thority, who ſubmit to the Bible, as the Rule, 
by which to, determine your Controverſy. 
Beſides, he himſelf is guilty of the Contra- 
diction of urging you with the Authority of 
the New Teſtament for the Senſe of the Old; 
though he attacks you here for not admitting 
any Authority. 

As to his Charge againſt you of 'applying 
the Words of Authors to a Purpoſe, that never 
enter'd into their Thoughts ; That, when it 
is a Mifrepreſentation of their Senſe, is a Fault, 
and ſhould be own'd and amended, when 
known. And, in order to it, I ſhall con- 
ſider his Attack upon you on this Head. 

You have in your Book made, as I take it, 
ſeveral hundred Qrotations ; out of which he, 
in ſeveral Places of his Letters, inſtauces in 
fix as Miiſrepreſentations of the Senſe of the 
Authors you cite. 

1. The (x) Term Diſiculties, cited by you 
out of PRIDEAUX, is cited by you in a miſ- 
taken Senſe. And This I conceive 1s the only 
real miſtaken Quotation among thoſe, where- 
with he charges you. 

2. The ſecond Quotation, for which he at- 
tacks you, (y) ems to him to be a MI 
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repreſentation. But, I believe, it will not ſeem 
ſo to any Body elſe. For, tho“ Interpolations 
of the Bible, whereof 20 Notice (2) is given, 
may be deem'd by you Corruptions, yet you 
no where charge thoſe, who allow of Inter- 
polations, with allowing Corruptions. You 
know very well, that ſome of them contend ; 
that thoſe (a) Interpolations were made for 
compleating the Scriptures ; and that the Au- 
thors of them were no leis inſpired by the 
Holy Ghoſt, (to make the ſaid Interpolations ) 
than the original Authors of thote Books, 
who wrote them in an zucompleat Manner. 
And you expreſly diſtinguiſh between (4) Mr. 
WHisToN, who ſpeaks of the Bible as greatly 
corrupted, and Dr. PRIDEAUxX and others, 
who ſpeak of it as only znterpolated, without 
the leaſt Inſinuation that the latter take an 


Interpolation to be a Corruption. Nor does 


your Perſuaſion, that an Interpolation under 
the foreſaid Circumſtance is a Corruption, in 


the leaſt imply that Dr. PRIDE Aux and thoſe 


others muſt think ſo too. 


3. His next Inſtance is a Charge of MI 


repreſentation in Reſpect of STILLINGFLEET. 
Lou cite this Paſſage, (c) that Miracles, as 

ſplendid Gifts as they are, are no Demonſtrations 
of the Truth; and for this Citation you refer to 
Dr. Hicxs, whoſe expreſs Words they are, and 
to Dr. STILLINGFLEET. But as to Dr. ST1L- 
LINGFLEET, he 1s perſuaded, upon the. Pe- 


ruſal of his Book, (d) that there is nothing 


(2) Leiters, p. 24. (4) Diſc- 
(e) . p. 29. (4) Letters, p. 25. 
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like in all his Book. I do not pretend to helf 
his Eyes of his Underſtanding ; but for others, 
I refer them to the (e) Section you cite, which 
is wholly grounded on the Suppoſition, that 
Miracles are no Demonſtrations. 5 


4. You (/) fay of FesTus, mention'd in 


the Ads, that he was expert in all Cuſtoms and 


Queſtions among the Jews. This Mr. Green 
obſerves (g) is the Character, in the Acts, 
not of FEsTus, but of AGRIPPA. This is 
very true, and the Miſtake was ſoon corrected 
In the ſecond Edition of your Book, long be- 
fore Mr: Green publiſh'd his Letters. By 
which it will appear to be a mere Error of the 
Printer or Tranſcriber entering wrong a mar- 
ginal Paſſage. 

5. His next Inſtance is a Charge of miſ- 
taking (Y) Dean STANHOPE in Relation to 
what he ſays of Miracles. He denies not the 
Words to be rightly cited by you. And, as to 
the Senſe of them, he acknowledges, that the 
Dean ſpeaking againſt thoſe, who look en Mi- 
racles as the adequate and ſole Foundation of 
Paith, ſeems in the Paſſage to advance the Ar 
gument for Chriſtianity from Propheſy to the 
Prejudice of the Argument for it from Mi- 
racles; and that the Dean was not /uffictently 
taulious in expreſſing himſelf. And he urges 
another Paſſage out of the Dean to prove the 
Dean's Want of Caution, and that you have 
miſtaken his Meaning. But that Paſſage has 


—_ 
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(e) Orig. Sacre J. 11. c. 6. , 16 (/) Dif. p. 150. 
g) Letters, P. 5. (hb) 1b. p. 52. 
2 no 
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no Oppoſition to the former, as it is underſtood 
by you; and as it is meant by the Dean, for 
there is no Colour for Mr. Green to attack the 
Dean for incautioufly expreſſing himſelf. It is 
very odd for Mr. Green to charge you with 
M ſrepreſentations of a Perſon, whom he cor- 
rects, as expreſſing himſelf incauttouſly, or a- 
greeably to your Sente, and then to make 
your Miſrepreſentation of him to lie in not 
underſtanding him, according to his unjuſt 
(or even juſt) Correction of him. 

6. His ſixth and laſt Inſtance is a Charge 
of miſtaking again Dean Sr AN HOPE, whom 
you (7) cite for ſaying, is poſſible in the Con- 
fideration of ſingle Prophejies to find ſome other 
Event (beſides Iꝝsus and the Matters relating 
to lim) to which theſe might be adapted with- 
out great Violence to the Text, and whom you 
underſtand as ſpeaking therein of every indi- 
vidual Profheſy. And can any Thing be 
plainer, or more univerſally expreſs'd and to 
your Purpoſe, than his Aſſertion? And the 
Paſſage immediately ſubjoin'd by the Dean, 
and cited by Mr. Green, as inconſiſtent with 
the Dean's affirming, what you ſuppoſe he 
does of every individual Propheſy, 1s fo far 
from being really inconſiſtent with ſuch Af- 
firmation, that it proceeds on that very Sup- 
poſition, as the intelligent Reader may fee, 

I might, in Return to Mr. GREEN, attack 
him for his perpetual M/repreſentations of Per- 
ſons and Things; for I do not recollect, that 


2 


— 
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he has made one Obſervation that affects you, 
(except in Relation to the Word Difficulties ) 
but is founded on ſome Miſtake or Miſrepre- 
ſentation, and ſetting Things in a falſe Light. 
This has in great Meaſure appear'd by my 
Anſwer to him ; and that I may not be tire- 
ſome, I ſubmit the reſt to the Reader. I will 
only obſerve, that he neither underſtands his 
Adverſary, nor even his own Scheme. In- 
deed, he ſeems not to know what he is about, 
but when he is abuſive. That Part of vyl/gar 
Theology he may be allow'd to underſtand 
well, as well as truly to practiſe. 

That he does not underſtand his own 


Scheme; appears by his talking of Miracles 


() really and ſeemingly done, in the Caſe of 
AARON and the Magicians. Which not only 
deſtroys the very Suppoſition or Being of any 
Miracles, (for it the (J) Miracles of the Ma- 
gicians are ſuppoſed only to he Hh done, 
the Authority of the Senſes is deny'd, and no 
Proof can be given that AARON or any Body 
elſe ever did M:racles) but is particularly ir- 
conſiſtent with the Scheme he himſelf builds 
on, which ſuppoſes and aflerts, that the Mi- 
racles of the Magicians were really done. 
And that he does not undeiſtand your 
Scheme, appears from his ſaying, (m) your 
Buſineſs here, if you would do any Thing 
againſt Chriſtianity, is to ſhew that This you 
cal. the myſtical Senſe is unnatural and abſurd. 


(1) Letters, þ. 32. (/) See Fleetwood, ib. p. 23. 


(m) Letters, p. 88. 
1 Your 
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Your Buſineſs was, as I think, to prove that 
the myſtical Scheme was the Chriſtian Scheme 
of Things ( which myſtical Scheme you have 
endeavour d to unfold by Explications taken 
| from the moſt profound and learned Chriſtian 
rabbinical Theologers) without the leaſt De- 
ſign or Thought, as it ſeems, of labouring to 
prove that myſtical Scheme to be unnatural 
and abſurd. Nay, I am ſincerely perſuaded, 
that you muſt think ſuch an Attempt to be a 
needleſs, and moſt impertinent Work, as well 
as inconſiſtent with your Plan. To have the 
myſtical Scheme deem'd unnatural and abſurd, 
ſeems the Deſign of your Adverſaries ; who 
generally think it ſo manifeſtly abſurd and un- 
natural, as to conclude you an Unbeliever, 
for advancing that Scheme ; which they think 
needs no Confutation. In a Word, Mr. Green 
has plainly 20 Ears to hear; and till he has 
got Ears, it is impoſſible for him to judge of 
Sounds. | 
Laſtly, there is a miſtaken Way of arguing 
(to ſay nothing worſe of it) that runs thro” 
his whole Diſputation. Therein he ought as 
| a Diſputant to have attack'd Propofitions in 
| themſelves, and not you as an Enemy to 
| Chriſtianity, who propoſe thoſe Propoſitions, 
not in the Way of Oppoſition to Chri/tianity, 
but as Chriſtian Prepoſitions, and as the Senſe 
of the Bible, which you ſupport by the Au- 
thority of the moſt eminent Divines. Vieaus 
and Defgns are inviſible Things, and, not 
being the Matters aſſerted, are not the Sub- 
jects of Diſputation, or Matters in Queſtion, | 
how 
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how juſtly ſoever they may be imputed. Dean 


SHERLOCK, when he enters upon his Matter 
againſt you, begins in this common theological 
Way by ſaying, that you () have taken great 
Pains to fhew, that the Argument from Pro- 
pheſy for the Truth of Chriſtian ty, as managed 
and applyd by the Writers of the New Teſ- 
tament, is abſurd and ridiculous ; and that we 
may not flatter ourſelves with Hopes of Aſſiſt- 
ance from other Arguments, you give us this 
Text of PETER, viz. 2 Pet. i. 19. to ſhew, 
by the Authority of our own Scriptures, that 
Propheſy, as bad an Argument as it is, is 
nevertheleſs the very beſt, that our Cauſe af- 
fords ; but then he waves this Reflection in 
the next Words, by ſaying, but your Views 
be to yourſelf, what Truth there is in your 


Expoſition, and Application of this Part of 


Scripture, we ſhall ſoon ſee ; the Dean rightly 
judging, that his Buſineſs was only to diſpute 
againſt the Things aſſerted by you. 

Should I, for Example, repreſent Mr. Greer, 


as writing his Letters to you in order to get a 
little Credit among old Women and a ſmall 


Livelihood, and to raiſe the Indignation of 
the Mob againſt you; and ſhould I treat his 
Expoſition of I$A1AH, as a molt pitiful Pro- 
ject, and not deſerving the raiſing his Hire or 
Pay, or indeed any Pay at all, and not proper 
to ſtir the Paſſions of the People, and ſhould 
ſay to him, © Sir, / you would do any Thing 


* to merit Credit and Pay, and to inflame the 
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" 1 by explaining Isa1an, agarnſt the 
* Author of the Dijcourſe of the Grounds, 
* you ſhould give us, out of the incxhauſtible 
* Stock oi "Theology, an Expoſition, that fa- 
© your of a more exalted Enthuſi aſm, and 
© not ſuch an Expoſit on, ſo low and flat, and 
* « & obvioully 100%, as ſhews to every Body 
* the utmoſt Diſtreſs you are in to u port 
© what you pretend is the Cauſe of Ct. ciſtianity, 
* and manifeſtly gives the Advantage in Point 
* of Truth to an Expoſition ( {uppoid de- 
* ſtructive of Chriſtianity) of d Author of 
the Diſcouiſe of the Grounds, if that Ex- 
2 Pol. tion may be call'd his, which is the moſt 
* common Expoſition, and indeed the moſt 
ce manifeſt Senſe of the Place.” Put is ſuch 
a Way of Writing to be juſtify'd, in any 
Caſe, except in the Way of Retorſion, to Ke! 


Men better Morality, and the true Method of | 


Diſputation? 


VII. 


I proceed now to the Conſideration of a 
Matter, which, though I have reſerved for 
a Concluſion of what 1 ſhall ſay, yet was 
the ſole End of my writing this Letter. For 
I ſhould never have troubled myſelf to have 
attack d his Reaſonings, if I had not thought 
fit to have attack d his moral Aſſault upon 
you; which I do, not for his Sake, whom 
I do not pretend to make aſhamed of it, 


but for the Sake of others, that ſuch Perſons 
may be noted. 


After 


1 
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After he has laid down theſe two Propoſi- 
tions; firſt, (o) that there is God; ſecondly, 
that there is ſome Duty that we owe unto him, 
he adds, I ſay Nothing for the Confirmation 
if thoſe Propoſitions, becauſe I am writing to 
one, who has not OPENLY profeſsd himſelf an 
Enemy to natural Religion. 

In anſwer to which I obſerve, %, that 
the Infinuation contain'd therein ſerves no 
Purpoſe of the Controverſy. Secondly, that 
if ſuch Liberty be allow'd in Controverſy, 
there is no End of Abuſes ; and Controverties 
muſt be, as indeed they too commonly are, 
little elſe beſides Scolding. For what Abuſes 
may not be inſinuated, if Reports and Imagi- 
nations are allow'd to be Grounds ſufficient to 
bring in ſuch foreign Matters; and what are 
ſuch Matters, but ſcolding? Thirdly, this In- 
ſinuation might, on many Accounts, have 
been let alone; and eſpecially ſince Mr. Greer 
could not well hope, in Virtue of his (ſec- 
tarian) Credit, and under the preſent anti- 
high-church, anti-presbyterian, anti-popith, 
anti-hobbian, and truly chriſtian State of Af- 
fairs among us, to ſet the Magiſtrate or Mob 
upon you, by his Calumnies. Why ſhould 
he ſhew his Willingneſs to cut a Man's Throat, 
when he is ſo impotent ? The Spirit of his 
Trade or Craft, or of bis Religion or Inreligion, 


muſt needs be very predominant in him, 


Fourthly, that ſuch Infinuations carry always 
with them greater Evidence of their Truth in 
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the Perſon, who makes them, than in the 
Perſon, on whom they are thrown, and ought 
ever to be retorted. The Truth of which is 
grounded on one of the moſt common Obſer- 
vations among Men; which 1 will give you 
in the Words of an ingenious modern Philo- 
ſopher, who ſays to a reverend presbyterian 
Divine, “ how came it into your Mind, that 
** a Man can be an Atbeiſt? I know Davin 
E confeſſeth of himſelf, upon the Sight of the 
_ © Proſperity of the Wicked, that his Feet had 


g almoſt ſlipp'd into a ſhort Doubtfulueſs of 


* the divine Providence. And if any Thing 
**elſe can cauſe a Man to flip in the ſame 
«Kind, it is the ſeeing ſuch as you, who, 
though you write nothing but what is dic- 
© tated to you by ſome Doctor in Divinity, to 
e break through the greateſt of God's Com- 
** mandments, (which is Charity) in every 
* Line before his Face. But how, I ſay, 
* could you think me an Athei/?, unleſs it 
** were, becauſe finding your Doubts of the 
<* Deity more frequent than other Men do, 
e you are thereby the apter to fall into that 
© Kind of Reproach ? Wherein you are like 
Women of poor and evil Education when 
* they ſcold; among whom the readieſt diſ- 
e oraceful Word is Whore; why not Theif, 
* or any other ill Name, but becauſe, when 
* they remember themſelves, they think that 
* Reproach the likelieſt to be true? And 
this Obſervation, I ſhall take Leave farther to 
ſupport by a Paſſage from Mr. GREEN 1 7 

1 Ell. 
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felf. He is pleaſed to ſay, (p) © it is the Ob- 
« ſervation of an ingenious Author, that Truth 
ce is always near at Hand, fits i pon our Lips, 
and is ready to drop from us before we are 
*« aware. Of This, he fays, you have given 
« us an Inſtance, p. 2 where you tell us, 
ce that God can never be ſuppoſed OFTEN to 
permit Miracles to be done for the Confirma- 
< rion of a falſe or pretended Miſſion.” 

Upon which I obſerve, that it ſeems very 
extraordinary to ſuppoſe ſuch an Origin for any 
Truth advanced by you ; who may as juſtly 
be thought to conſider what you ſay, and to 
deſign to ſpeak Truth, as to ſpeak it only before 
you are aware. And I think ſuch a Reflection, 
ſo unjuſt with Reſpe& to you, muſt proceed 


from one, who was well acquainted with the 


Character of Perſons, who have not Truth in 


View, and if it drops from them, ſpeak it be- 
fore they are aware; and who have in View 
to /þeak and ſubſcribe, what they are hired to 
peak, as ſome I know profeſs to do. 

He concludes his laſt Letter with ſaying, 


© that () it is his hearty Deſire, that you 


* would ſeriouſly review your own Work 
and be convinced of your Miſtakes, and 
* fo be brought to the Acknowledgement of 
* the Truth; That is, to what Mr. Green 
thinks the Truth, or what he thinks fit to 
ſay is the Truth. 

I cannot in Conſcience make him a Wiſh 
of the like Kind; being perſwaded, that the 


(2) Letters, p. 40. (7) Letters, p. 103. 
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Virtue and excellency of Man, and That, 
for which he will be rewarded by God, 
does not lie in being free from Miſtakes, 
or in agreeing in Opinion with any Man, 


but in the Love of Truth as ſuch. And 


therefore, inſtead of a hearty Deſire; that he 
may agree with you or me, or any one elſe, 
or may be free from Miſtakes, my hearty 
Deſire is, that he and all Men would be 
Lovers of Truth for Truth's Sake, and lay 
afide Education, and Intereſt, and all Pre- 
judices in the taking up and maintaining 
Opinions ; which if they do, they cannot 
hurt themſelves by any -1/taken Opinions they 
can fall into. Mzyſ/taken Opinions can hurt 
none but thoſe, who do not impartially ſearch 
after Truth. | 

Having done with Mr. GREEN, I ſhall 
conclude to you. 

Though the World may excufe you from 
entering the Liſts againſt Mr. GREEN, and 
may think it ſufficient for a Friend to per- 
form that Part for you; yet it is expected, 
that ſomething ſhould be faid by you to 


your other Adverfaries, and particularly * to the 


right reverend the Lord Biſhop of Litchfield 


and Coventry. And I am not without Hopes, 
that you will anſwer the publick Expectation, 
and take the. Occaſion offer d you of ſetting 


— 


* The Author of the Diſcourſe of the Grounds and Reaſons, 
ſometime after the firft Publication of this Letter, wrote an Anjroer 
te the Biſhop of Lichheld and Coventry wnder the Title of the 
Scheme of Literal Propheſy confider'd, &c. 


which, 


in a juſt Light the Queſtion of a Meſiahb; 
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which, though it be the moſt important Queſ- 
tion in Chriſtianity, and That, upon which 
whole Chriitianity is built, has not, that I 
know of, had that Juſtice done to it, whereof 
it is capable, and which you are particularly 


qualify'd to do to it, by Virtue of your Read- 


ing, Obſervations, Freedom of Mind, Inde- 
pendency of Fortune, and abſolute Contempt 
of any other Intereſt but That of Truth. 


April 23, Your moſt humble Servant. 
: 10 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


S 


IN CE the finiſhing this Letter. I 
have received Dr. LosrB's Brief De- 
fence, &c. which I ſhall make ſome 
Animadverſions on, as having a View 
to your Diſcourſe of the Grounds, Re. 

He ſays, (/) there is a modern, ſophiſtical 
<© Objection againſt Miracles being a Proof of 
te the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, which, 
* though it has been well anſwer'd by ſome, 
« (viz, Mr. Bullock and Mr. Green) he 
e begs Leave to ſhew the Vanity and Weak- 
<«« nels of. The Objection, he ſays, is This, 


„ That Miracles can never render a Foun- 


dation valid, which is in itſelf invalid; can 


«© never make a falſe Inference true; can 
* never make a Propheſy fulfill'd, which is 
* not fulfilld ; can never make thoſe Things 
* to be ſpoken concerning Chriſt, which 
e were not ſpoken concerning Chriſt ; and 
* conſequently, that the Miracles ſaid to have 
« been workd by Chriſt, could not poſſibly 
% have been work'd by him; but muſt of Ne- 


e ceſſity, together with the whole Syſtem, 


« both of the Old and New Teſtament, have 
« been wholly the Effect of Imagination and 
« Enthuſiaſm, if not of Impoſture.” 


— ——àö— 


(r) Pref. p. xi. | 
I. But 
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with, that he calls an Ohjection, which has 
been well anſwer'd by Mr. Bullock and Mr. 
Green. It is not to be found (in their An- 
ſwers, nor) in your Book, which has only 
the (7) firſt Words of the Citation; all the 
latter Part, which J have put in ztalicꝶ Cha- 
racter, being falſly and maliciouſly added by 
Dr. Log, as if your Words. There is, in- 
deed, a learned (/) Author, who, after quot- 
ing your Words, as above recited, adds the 
Words I have printed in z*alick; but That he 
docs as his own Inference from yours, and 
not as your Words. But how. will That juſtify 
Dr. LoBs's making the Citation, as he gives 
it us, your Ohection? Is the Repreſentation 


of your Senſe by an Adverſary to be taken 


for a Citation from you, and for an Oꝶhection 
of yours? Is This a fair Method of proceed- 
ing for a Man, either with your Book in his 
Hand or at leaſt every where to be ſeen, to 
go to an Adverſary's Book for an Objection of 
yours ; and what is {till worſe, to an Adver- 
fary, who does not pretend to give thoſe 
Words above recited in ztalick Character, 


which Dr. Lops attributes to you, as your 


Words, but only as his own Inference; and 
whom therefore the Doctor tranſcribes, and 
miſrepreſents, in order to put a falſe Ohjection 
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and Citation upon you, and to give a mali- 
cious Repreſentation of you ? Befides, the 
tearned Author himſelf was manifeſtly miſ- 
taken in his Inference. For how does it fol- 
low from theſe Propoſitions of yours, ** that 
© Miracles can never render a Foundation 
ec valid, which is in itſelf invalid; can never 
e make a falſe Inference true; can never make 
* a Propheſy fulfill'd, which is not fulfill'd; 
* can never make thoſe Things to be ſpoken 
* concerning Chriſt, which were not ſpoken 
* concerning Chriſt;” how does it follow, 
I fay, © That the Miracles ſaid to have been 
* work'd by Chri/t could not poſſibly have 
* been really work'd by him; but muſt of 
© Neceflity, together with the whole Syſtem 
* of the Old and New Teſtament, have been 
holy the Effect of Imagination and En- 
<« thuſiaſm, if not of Impoſture?” And 
this Inference, both the learned Author, and 
Dr. LoBsB themſelves muſt judge to be a falſe 
Inference, unleſs they think the whole Syſtem 
both of the Old and New Teſtament to have 
been wholly the Effet of Enthuſiaſm, if not 
of Impoſture; for they both own the Premiſes 
to be true, and contend expreſly with you, 
(7) © That Miracles can never render a Foun- 
« dation valid, which is in itſelf invalid, Cc. 

This ſeems a moſt diſhoneſt Method of Pro- 
ceeding in Dr. LoBB; and I make that Charge 
here upon him for this Matter ; who is pleaſed 
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to charge his Adverſaries with () diſhoneſt Me- 


thods, fi aſſigning one Inſtance thereot 
to ſupport his Charge. 


II. So much of the Words of the Citation 
or Objefion, as are yours, are ſelf-evident 
Propoſitions, and are not urged by you as an 
Objeftion to Miracles being a Proof of the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, but as an 
Objection to their being a Proof, on the Sup- 
poſition that the Meſſiahſhip of JesUs of 
Nazareth cannot be made out from the Old 
Teſtament. And your Ohjection is rightly 
underſtood and confirm'd by Dean SHERLOCK, 
as a juſt and Chriſtian Obſervation, who ſays, 

« (x) whether IE sus is the Perſon, or no, pro- 
* miſed by Moss and the Prophets, muſt 
© be tried by the Words of Propheſy ; and 
that it has thor very juſtly, as well as acute- 
ly obſerved, that the Proof of this Point 

* muſt rely entirely on the Evidence of Pro- 

c pheſy.” Miracles, fays the Dean, “ in this 
« '* Caſe afford no Help. If the Prophets have 

* not ſpoken of Chriſt, all the Miracles in 


a 3 World will not prove that they have 
<*« ſpoken of him.” 


So that Dr. Lon is utterly miſtaken in 
allenting your ObjeFion to be an Objefion 


againſt Miracles being a Proof of the "Truth 
of Chriſtianity; and moreover, by owning 
the Truth of your Objection, he owns it to 
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be a juſt Objection to Miracles being a Proof 
of the Truth of Chriſtianity. 


III. It ſhould therefore ſeem needleſs to 
conſider his Anſwers to an Obyection, which 
he miſtakes the Deſign of, as well as falſly 
cites. However, let us confider the three 
Anfwers he 1 to give. kN | 

1. His firſt Anſwer is, (y) © that indeed 
*© no Manner of Arguments can prove That to 
« be true, which is falſe; or that Founda- 


© tion to be valid, which is in itſelf in- 
ce valid; or a falſe Inference to be true; 


© or thoſe Propheſies to be fulfilld, which 
* have not been fulfill'd; or thoſe Things 
e to be ſpoken concerning Chriſt, which 
«© were not ſpoken concerning him: And 
THUS FAR HE AGREES With the ORB IE C- 
TOR. But, adds he, © How does it appear, 
ce that the Foundation of the Chriſtian Reli- 
* gion is in itſelf invalid; or that any Infe- 
* rence drawn by CHRIST or his Apoſtles is 
<« falſe; or that any Propheſy, aſſerted by 
„ CHRIST or his Apoſtles to have been ful- 
e fill'd, has not been fulfill'd; or that any 
© Thing they ſay was ſpoken concerning 


*©-CuRIST, was not ſpoken concerning him? 


None of theſe Particulars have been proved, 
* and therefore the Objection is groundleſs 
<« and impertinent; and beſides, the Allegations 
ce to ſupport it have been confuted.” 
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Herein, he gives up the Point; for when 
he ſays, he thus far agrees with the Objec- 
tor, he agrees with you in all you fay. And 
as to his asking how it appears that the Foun- 
dation of the Chriſtian Religion is in itſelf 
invalid, &c. what has That to do with the 
Truth of your Obſervation? The Invalidity 
of the Foundation of Chriſtianity is not de- 
nied in it, (or any where elſe by you) but 
is merely ſuppoſed here in the Way of Ar- 
gument; and your Obſervation is equally true, 
whethet the Foundation of Chriſtianity be 
in itſelf valid or invalid. The Pertinency of 
your Obſervation, which Ds. Lobb calls ground- 
leſs and impertinent, and Dean Sherlock calls 
juſt and acute, lies in This ; that Miracles 
prove nothing in the Caſe of the Application 
of Old Teſtament-Propheſies, which are only 
to be judged pertinently or impertinently ap- 
plied, from the Conſideration of their Senſe, 


as they ſtand in the Old Teſtament; much 


leſs do Miracles prove any Thing in Caſe the 
Propheſies are miſapplied. 

His ſecond Ager is, (=) © that tho 
* no Arguments can prove a Propoſition to be 
true, which is in itſelf falſe; yet Miracles 
e may confirm a true Teſtimony, the Truth 
of which might not otherwiſe be ſo evident; 
* and may make thoſe Declarations to appear 
ce true, the Truth whereof could not other- 
e wile be ſo clearly demonſtrated.” 
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Herein alſo he yields to the Trath of your 
Obſervation, and aſſerts the ſame Thing you 
do. And as to his ſaying Miracles may con- 
firm a true Teſtimony, the Truth of which 
might not otherwiſe be ſo evident; he him- 
ſelf very juſtly aſſerts That, as conſiſtent with 
the faid Ob/ervation ; and conſequently can- 
not make that Aſſertion to invalidate the Oꝰ- 
ſervation, without being inconſiſtent with 
himſelf, I add, with Reſpe& to the Truth 
of the Propofition, that Miracles may confirm 
a true Teftimony, the Truth whereof might 
not otherwiſe be ſo evident; that if he would 
make out that Propofition by Reaſon, he 
ſhould prove that M iracles (which, as all 
agree, may be done by Beings inferior to 
God, and even by evil Beings) are certain 
Marks of the Veracity, as well as Power of 
their Author. 

His third Anſwer is, (a) © that nothing 
* can be more certain, than that the Chriſtian 
“Religion was confirm'd by Miracles; that 
«© conſequently nothing can be more certain, 
* than the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion; 
63) and conſequently, whatever Doctrine 
is confirm'd by this Evidence muſt be con- 
** cluded undoubtedly true, notwithſtanding 
«© ANY Difficulties, that may attend it.” 

To This, I reply, that This indeed is con- 
tradicting you, and alſo himſelf, For if Mi- 
racles will confirm Doctrines, notwithſtanding 
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ANY Difficulties in thoſe Doctrines; they may 
then confirm Interpretations of the Old Teſta- 
ment, which ſeem to us ( or are) falſe; and 
may confirm Dectrines, which ſeem to us 
contrary to Reaſon, and to the common No- 
tions of Morality. Any Difficulty, as for 
Example, a Difficulty, which cannot be an- 
fiverd (as (c) Dr. Lops elſewhere expreſſes 
it) is a Demonſtration of the Falſhood of the 
Propofition, to which it lies; and it mani- 
feſtly is ſo of a probable Propoſition or Propo- 
ſition grounded on probable Evidence, and par- 
ticularly in the Caſe of Miracles; which ad- 
mit only of prohable Evidence, that they were 
ever done, and can in themſelves be pretended 
only to be probable Proofs of the Truth of 
Propoſitions. And it can only be probable, 
that they are probable Proofs of the Truth of 
Propoſitions. And it a Drficulty, which can- 
not be anſwer'd, is a Demonſtration of the 
Falſhood of the Propoſition, againſt which it 
lies, then to aſſert that © whatever Doctrine is 
* confirm'd by Miracles muſt be undoubtedly 
d true, notwithſtanding any Difficulties that 

% may attend it, is all one as to ſay, that 
Miracles will prove what is falſe to be true.” 

Thus I have conſider'd the only direct As- 
tack, that Dr. Lops has made upon you; 
which, ſince he was capable of grounding on 
a falſe Quotation ; a Quotation not to be found 
ui your Book; a Quotation, which, though to 
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be found in one of your Adverſaries Books, 
is, as it ſtands there, partly a pj ogy from 
you, and partly an Inference of that Adver- 
ſary, and by Conſequence a falſe Quotation in 
Dr. LoBs, even from that Author; and, in 
fine, a Quotation, fo far as it conſiſts of your 
Words, miſrepreſented by that Author, who 
comments falſly upon it; I fay, ſince he was 
capable of This, the Reader may eafily ima- 
gine, what his Work, wherein he more gene- 
rally and covertly exprefles himſelf, muſt be, 
and how thick ſet it muſt be with Miſtakes 
and falſe Colours. And to his Reader I leave 
him. I will only add a few O&4/ervations on 
ſome Particulars of this Work, which may be 
of Uſe to thoſe, who write after him on the 
ſame Argument. | 

1. That ſince Men pretend to write againft 
the Deiſts, and to prove the Truth of Chriſ- 
tianity to them; and fince they pretend, 
that (d) there are many ſolid Arguments, 
which demonſtrate the Truth of it; it is m 
humble Opinion, that they fhould not call 
1pon the Deiſts (e) to ſhew that God never 
bore Witneſs to the Truth of the Goſpel, and 
that the Evidences, infiſted on to prove the A 
firmative, never exiſted. This puts the Deiſts 
upon an unreaſonable Hardſhip ; who may 
juſtly require Proofs from thoſe, who would 
impoſe a reveal'd Religion on them; and who 
may juſtly think it ſufficient, either merely 


— 
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to deny, till Proofs are produced, or to in- 
validate the Proofs produced. It ſeems ſtrange 
to require them to prove the Falſhood of a 
Revelation, ( That is, indeed, of every ſuppoſed 
Revelation) which may be offer'd to them! 
That is, to prove every Body in the wrong 
they think miſtaken! _ 

It is alſo my Opinion, that in arguing with 
Deiſts, and in proving the Truth of Chriſti- 
anity to them, Men ſhould not argue from the 
(Facts or Miracles, as related in the New 
Teſtament, till they have proved the divine 
Authority of the Books of the New Teſta- 
ment. Which yet Dr. Lokn does, without 
offering any other Proof of their Authority, 
but what is contain'd in theſe four general 
Propoſitions ; 

I. (g) © That the Writers of thoſe hiſ- 


* torical Accounts, contain'd in the holy Scrip- 


cc 


«« were Men of known Integrity; and mani- 


„ feſtly neither had, nor could have any 
% worldly Intereſt to induce them to give a 
* falſe Account of Things; nay, that the 
« writing and publiſhing the Accounts we 
have in their Books was plainly againſt 
* their worldly Intereſt, and expoſed them to 
* many Hazards, and grievous Sufferings. 3. 
% That, tho' they publiſh'd their Accounts, 
* when they might eaſily have been dil- 
„ proved, if falſe, yet they were never dit- 
proved by any Enemies. 4. That the ex- 


Y Defence, p. 14. 43: (g) P. 13. 
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tures, knew them be true. 2. That they 
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traordinary Witneſs and Teſtimony of God 
not only attended them, but thoſe that 
believed their Hiſtory, and their Doctrine; 
thoſe chat obey d the Goſpel, they preach' d, 
and embraced the Religion they taught.” 

I alſo conceive it to be no good Manner 
of arguing with the Dez/ts, to prove, that () 
the Chriſtian Religion was confirmd by the 
D firrbutions or Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
by other Miracles, from ſome of the firſt 
Fathers of the Church (whom Dr. LOB B 
quotes from WIT BY) down to the third 
Century, aſſerting that the G/s of the Spirit 
and the Power to do Miracles exiſted in their 
Times. The primitive Fathers were ſuch 
Mn :cle-mongers, and were either ſo impoſed 
on by the falſe Relations of others or ſuch 
Forgers of them ; as that, inſtead of verifying 
the Truth of the Miracles they report, they 
ſerve only to depreciate the Force of Teſti- 
mony in the Caſe of Miracles. (7) Tanta 


A 
NR 


A 
La 


fuit prims ſæculis, ſays the learned and pious 


Biſhop FELL, as cited by you, fingend; li- 
centia, tam prona in credendo Jaci litas, ut 
rerum geſtarum fides graviter exinde labo- 
raverit ; nec orbis fantum terrarum, ſed & 


Dei eccleſi a ae temporibus ſilis mythicis merit) 


queratur. And Mr. Dopbwr, who was a 
remarkable Ad mirer of the Fathers, as well as 
moſt knowing in their Writings, gives This 
as a Reaſon for not defending his Diſſertation 
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concerning the Paucity of the Martyrs, viz, 
() the great Veneration he had for the Good- 


neſs and Piety of ſeveral of the Fathers, who, 


he ſays, were too eaſy of Belief of Matter of 
Fact, not ſufficiently atteſted. Beſides, I do 
not ſee, why Dr. Lops ſhould confine Mi- 
racles to the Beginning of the third Century. 
For if there is any Truth in eccleſiaſtical Hiſ- 
tory, Miracles appear to have been more fre- 
quent and numerous afterwards, and eſpecially 
as Popery prevail'd ; under which 'not only 
numerous Miracles, in all Places, are faid to 
have been done, but are alſo atteſted in moſt 
ample Manner, and moſt particular Enquiries 
have been made into the Truth of the Miracles 
wrought by them, have been canoniged for 
Saints; as appears by the Acts of their Ca- 
noni ation. 

II. Secondly, T conceive that the Writers 
againſt the Deiſts do not argue from a good 
Topick, when they fay, (J) © it is an eaſy 
* Matter, for Men of Parts and Learning, to 
puzzle common People in the plaineſt 
© Caſes, and to ſtart Difficulties, and raiſe 
5 ObjeCtions againſt the moſt evident Truths; 
and fo artificially to put Propoſitions to- 
<« gether, as to make falſe Concluſions ſeem 
naturally to follow from them ;” and when 
they infer from the Evidence they bring in 
Behalf of Chriſtianity, that Men may be /are 
of its Truth, though there ſhould be ten thou- 
ſand Difficulties objected to it, which they are 
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not able to anſiwer. Will not ſuch Topicks 


ſerve any Cauſe, and may they not be turn'd, 


with Advantage, upon the Advocates of Chriſ- 
tianity ; which has all the Education, all the 
Intereſt and Power in theſe Parts of the 


World, on its Side; and conſequently, there- 


fore, alineft all the Men of Parts and Learn- 


ing on its Side, who know how to puzzle the 


common People in the plaineſt Caſes, and to 


fart Difficulties againſt the moſt evident Truths, 


and jo artificially put Propoſitions together, as 


to make falſe Concluſions ſeem naturally to fol- 


low from them, and who, among other 'To- 
picks of Perſuaſion, pretend, that a Man ought 
to aſſent to Propoſitions upon the Proofs the 
give of their Truth, though there ſhould be ten 
thouſand Difficulties objefied, which he is not 
able to anſwer? 

III. Laſtly, I conceive, that in writing a- 
gainſt the Dez/?s, they ſhould not be treated 
as (m) Men of Guilt, and as in a dangerous 
State, on Account of their ſuppoſed Errors, 
(which ought to be deem'd involuntary ) and 
for publiſhing them to the World. To treat 
Men after this Manner for Opinions, which 


they are led into by their Enquiries into the 


Truth of Things, is ſtopping all Enquiry into 
Truth, and ſubjecting them to a mere Lobbian 
Authority, and, in a Word, putting them into 
2 moſt irrational and abſurd State. For if 
Men can be guilty of Sin, and in a dangerous 
State for any Opinions they take up with, in 


(2 . 104. x00. 
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Virtue of their Enquiries, what Enquiries 
will it be allow'd Men /afely to make ? What 
Marks, except the Dictates of Dr. Logs, or 
others like him, are there, whereby to know, 
what Opinions may be innocently aſſented to, 
in Virtue of Enquiries, and what not ? And 
will not any one, who is ſo weak as to be 
terrify'd-with the Fear of Danger in embracing 
Opinions, which are the Effect of Enquiry, 
naturally lay aſide all Enquiries, and take up 
with the Authority of a Logs for the Opinions 


he receives? And indeed, if through Fear of 


Danger in Enquiries you lay aſide Enquiries, 
and yet think it neceſſary to have Opinions, 
nothing remains but to follow ſome of the 
different Lops, who will all aſſure you, that 
if you will follow their Method, you may be 
fare (n) of being in the right, and of being in 

a ſafe State ; but that if you take another Me- 
thod, you will certainly be miſtaken, and be 
in a dangerous State. 

But what can be more abſurd, than for 
any Man to take ſuch ſuperior Airs to himſelf, 
and to afſume to himſelf the fole Right of 
maintaining and publiſhing Opinions, and to 
pretend himſelf to be guz/ry of no Fault, but 
praiſe-worthy in maintaining and publiſhing his 
Opinions, and to charge others with Guilt for 
maintaining and publiſhing their Opinions; who 
have an equal Right with him, to think for 
themſelves, and who have an equal Right to 


be thought to purſue Truth, and to be upright 
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in their Enquiries, and ought not to be deem'd 
lefs upright in their Enquiries, and worſe Pur- 
ſuers of Truth, for ſubjecting themſelves to 
the Reproach of the Mob, the Bigots, and 
the Intereſted, and deſpiſing the common 
(quack ) Methods, which are viſibly the Way 
to Power and Wealth ? And let me add, that 
when Men, who are all equal in the Matter 
before us, pretend to give themſelves ſuperior 
Airs, they be as juſt a Prejudice in their Way 
from being liſten'd to, as others do, who pre- 
tend to have infallible Medicines, and blame 
thoſe, who will not receive their infallible 
Medicines. Modeſty claims Attention, but 
Confidence in the Caſe juſtly produces Con- 


tempt ; and the beſt and moſt favourable Con- 


ſtruction, that can be put upon all (o) folemn 
and pathetical Expoſtulations and Exhortations 


in the Caſe, is to deem them the Effects of 


Enthufiaſm, as undoubtedly they ſometimes 
are. 3 


— 
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Addition to the Poſtcript. 


May 11. 


| Eſterday was brought to me a Re- 
view of the Controverſy between 
the Author of the Diſcourſe of the 


Grounds and Reaſons of the Chrif- 
tian Religion and his Adverſaries, in a Letter 
to that Author ; which, I am told, is written 
by a Miniſter of the Goſpel in the Weſt of 
England. And I take the Occaſion now offer'd 
me to recommend this Gentleman to you and 
to introduce him into your Acquaintance. 
For, in my Opinion, whoever reads him, will 
be improved in his Morals by converſing with 
ſo polite a Perſon, and in his Notions of Things 
by attending to the many judicious Obſerva- 
tions, which occur throughout his Book. And 
I cannot but hope for great Good from his 
Work; as it puts ¶ poſitive] Religion upon the 
Foot of Enquiry and Reaſon, and allows all 
Men to have an equal Right to publiſh their 
Thoughts, in the following remarkably rea- 
ſonable and equitable Obſervation offer'd to 
you. © I am, /ays he, (p) ſo far from grudg- 
ing you the Liberty of propoſing any Dif- 
*© ficulties relating to Chriſtianity, that I hear- 
* tily wiſh it encreaſed. I think it very un- 
becoming to claim a Liberty for ourſelves, 
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* which are not willing to indulge to others. If 
2 Chriſtianity be not from God, I ſhould re- 
* joice to ſee its Impoſture detected ; but as 
This is a Matter of great Conſequence, and 
©« as it muſt be allow'd, that there are conſi- 
c derable Things to be faid for, as well as a- 
* gainſt it; ſo it is but fair to ſuffer the Evi- 
* dence on both Sides to be brought into open 
Light, and to let the whole Matter be 
carefully and impartially conſider'd. If 
£ Chriſtianity be a divine Doctrine, you will do 
* a great Service to it, by giving learned Men 
* Opportunity of carefully weighing thoſe 
* Dithcultics, that do attend it. If it be not 
* a divine Doctrine, upon a thorough Ex- 
* amination of the Matter, This will appear 
*to all; Mankind will be undeceived, the 
* divine Honour will be retrieved, and you 
* will have a fair Opportunity of ſetting Re- 
* ligion on a true and ſolid Foundation; in 
* which you will be aſſiſted by all candid, 
* honeſt, and diſintereſted Perſons.” To theſe 
moſt juſt Thoughts, he ſubjoins a no leſs juſt 
Expectation from you; who, I am ſure, in- 
tirely concur with him in the Sentiments 
therein contain'd, concerning the Excellenc 
of original, primitive Chriſtianity; Chriſtianity 
as deliver'd in the Scriptures, and the Difference 
between That and Chriſtianity as taught by 
ſome modern Prieſis and in the Roman Ch arch. 
* I am ſenſible, Si, ſays be, that the vicious, 
the idle, and the intereſted Part of Chriſtians 
«fe againſt ſuch a free and impartial Ex- 
**© amination of Things as I here propoſe ; but 
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I hope you will be fo candid as to judge of 
the Genius and Spirit of Chriſtianity from 
its own Rules, laid down in the original 
Writings of the firſt Diſciples of our Lord, 
and not from the corrupt Notions, which 
Anti-chriſttaniſm has introduced, and the 
Practice of a great Number of weak and 
wicked Men, in theſe latter Ages, calling 
* themſelves Chriſtians. I hope what you 
© have ſeen of the Knavery of modern Prieſts 
will not breed a Jealouſy in you, concern- 
ing the Deſigns of the Antients. I hope 
you will not judge of Chriſtianity by the 
Genius and Deſign of Popery, any more 
than of natural Religion, by Heatheniſm, 
which are alike Corruptions of true Re- 
ligion.“ 

I have, in my foregoing Papers, cited the 
ingenious Dean SHERLOCK againſt Mr. 
GREEN and Dr. Lops, for his Approbation 
of your Aſertion concerning Miracles being 
no Proof of Chriſtianity of themſelves with- 
out Propheſy ; which Aſſertion they have both 
thought fit to attack, as anti-chriſtian. Let 
me add two Paflages out of the no leſs in- 
genious Author of the Review, who ſays to 
you, “ that he (9) ſoon ſubmitted to that clear 
Evidence, which you produced for Miracles 
* not being of themſelves a ſufficient Proof 
of Chriſtianity ; and now freely owns that 
*© he is more throughly convinced of the 
© Strength of your Reaſonings on that Head, 
* from the Weakneſs of your Adverſary's ; 
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and that (r) let a Man work never ſo many 
Miracles, as long as he did not anſwer the 
Characters of the Meſſias in the Old Tefta- 
<« ment, the Feus had Reaſon to reject him,” 
But it is not only for their Sakes that I ſend 
you theſe two Paſſages of our Author, but alſo 
to take Occahon to propoſe the Conſideration 
of the Point to the moſt ingenious and learned 
Author of the late M:/ce/lanea Sacra, who ſays, 
(s) Chrift muſt then (That is, in Virtue of 
Miracles, &c.) be ſubmitted to, as the Teacher 
and the King of God's People; and all that” 
the Apoſtles, his Ambaſſadors, have taught or 
commanded us, from him, or from his Spirit, 
muſt be received with Faith and Obedience, 
* though we could not ſhew one Old Teſtament 
* Propheſy to relate to him.” If this Notion 
can be defended againſt theſe learned Men ( as 
well as againſt you) I am perſuaded the Au- 
thor of Mzſcellonea Sacra can do it; who has 
all the Talents neceſſary to defend all defenſible 
Points. And if it can be defended, I with it 
were ; for it ſeems highly proper to be done at 
a Time, when ſo many learned Men give up 
the Point to you; who think it a Conceſſion of 
the utmoſt Importance to you in your Diſpute, 
as, it is evident, the Author of the Mz/cellanea 
Sacra allo does. \ 
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(r) P. 6. (s) Vol. 1. p. 117. it /pould be p. 200. 
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